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SECTION 1 

Introduction 


2 f4 was resurrected from the archives by Bent Larsen in 1964. He used it with 
tremendous success and since then it has found a growing number of converts. These 
already include Grandmasters Antoshin, Miles and Westerinen and International 
Masters Day, Hebden, Hodgson, Kosten and Plaskett. 

2 f4 can lead to a fierce attack on Black’s king or it can be combined with purely 
positional ideas. It does not concede Black a central pawn majority which happens in 
variations based on 2 and 3 d4; Black gets fewer counterchances. 

2 f4 has never been very popular and relatively little is known about it as yet. It is not 
necessary for White to learn reams of analysis before he can play it and it of fers scope 
for the creative mind. A purely practical advantage is that it makes booked up Dragon 
or Najdorf players think for themselves. 

White usually seems to be able to get the belter of it if Black adopts the time- 
honoured panacea of‘simple development’. Black really has to know what he is doing, 
and even then it is not clear he can equalize. It isasrhuch for Black as for White that this 
booklet is intended. ' . 

This survey includes 70 key games played with 2 f4with several more incorporated in 
the notes. As far as possible 1 have tried to use recent material though with a few 
variations it has been necessary to go back a few years. The reader may find it useful to 
note games played with 2 f4 or 2 £>c3 and 3 f4 in forthcoming volumes of Informator or 
the Pergamon Tournament Chess series. This will enable him to keep up-to-date with 
new developments. 

Nigel Davies 




SECTION 2 • SECTION 3 


2 f4 and 2 &c3: 2 ... d5 3 ed #xd5 

is there a difference? 


This book deals with the variations 
arising from 2 f4, but most of them can 
also be reached via 2 &c3 and 3 f4. So 
what is the difference? 

Amongst the advantages of 2 £}c3 are 
that it avoids both 2 ... d5 and 2... <£tf6(3 
e5!). In addition it maintains the 
possibility of an Open Sicilian if White 
were to follow up with 3 ®ge2 and 3 d4. 

Najdorf, Scheveningen and Paulsen 2 ... d5 is a popular reaction to White’s 

addicts are likely to play 2... d6 or 2... e6 system, posing an immedia te challenge to 

unless they are fairly sure White will not the duo of pawns on e4 and f4. White’s 

switch systems. obvious reply is 3 ed and after 3 ... #xd5 

Thejdisa^vantage is that it rules out the to hit the Queen with 4 ©c3. White’s lead 

lines where White delays ®c3 such as the in development gives him the initiative. 

‘Big Clamp’.It also makes 2 ... 5ic6 The traditional retreat is 4 ... tfd8 
followed by 3 ,..g6 a better plan for Black (games 1-3). If Black then fianchettoes his 

as I will explain. king’s bishop he tends to get much the 

After 2 f4 £sc6 3 €sf3 g6 4 jkb5 A.g7 worst of it (games 1 and 2) but the plan 

White can play 5 J&xc6!. But after 2 £)c3 used in game 3 seems quite respectable. 

$3c6 3 f4 g6 4 <S3f3 Ag7 5 Ab5 Black has 5 The US grandmaster Yasser Seirawan 
... $3d4!' has suggested that the move 4 ... 'S'db 

After 214 Black usually tries to get into (game 4) is a clear improvement and in 
this 5 ... £|d4! line by playing 2 ... g6 3 fact gives Black the advantage. But the 
&f3 Jigl 4 ®c3 <53 c6. But White has Queen finds herself exposed on that 
another dangerous possibility : 2 ... g6 3 square and practice has favoured White. 
d4! 

Finally it should be noted that if White Game 1 

intends to adopt the aggressive lines □ Hebden Kudrin ■ 

based on jfi.c4 rather than the positional Hastings, 1983-84 

i,b5 or the ‘Big Clamp’ then 2 £ic3 loses 1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ed #xd5 4 £ic3 5 

these disadvantages. In that case it is ©f3 g6 6 %eS [6 <34!? Ag7 7 &e3 cd 8 

likely that White will choose it as his jixd4 £sf6 9 &xf6 Axf6 10 'tfxdSH- ± 
second move. Westerinen-Plaskett, Brighton 1983] 
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$Lg7 7 &b5+ ftd7 8 d4 cd 9 #xd4 ftf6 10 
±e3 0-0 11 0-0-0 #a5 12 h3 ftxe5 13 fe 
fte8 14 Ag5 a6 15 &c4 Jlx c 5 16 #e3 
4;d6 17 Hd5 #04 18 Ab3 &xc3 19 be 
#a34 20 &4>1 ie6 



£Zt Shdl Sac8'22 -Sxd6 Axb3 23 ab f6 24) 
Ah6 cd 25 #c64 *1)8 26 #c7 1:0 

Game 2 

□ Evans Adorjan ■ 

Amsterdam 1971 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ed #xd5 4 ftc3 #d8 5 
ftf'3 ftf6 6 Ac4 [6 fte5! g6 7 &b5+ 
ftbd7 8 Ac4 e6 9 #e2 ftxc5 10 fe ftd7 11 
d3 Ag7 12 Af4 0-0 13 0-0-0 ftxc5 14 h4! 
with attack (W. Watson-Fedorowiez, 
London 1982); 7 &c4!] g6?! [6 ... e6!) 7 
&e5! e6 8 d3 Ag7 [8 ... ftbd7 9 #e2 #e7 
10 a4 Jig7 11 0-0 0-0 12 a5 fte8 13 Ad2 
+= Hebden-Kindermann, Biel 1983] 9 
Ac3 ftfd7! 10 ftxd7 ftxd7 11 #13 0-0 12 
0-0 Bl)8 13 a4 b6 14 Sadi Ab7 15 #e2 
#04 16 d4 ed 17 Axd4 <S3f6 18 ftb5 Bbd8 
19 c3 ftg4 20 h3 Axd44 21 ftxd4 ftl% 22 
&h2 fte4 23 #e3 #f6 24 ftb5 Sxdl 25 
Sxdl eS 26 fe #xe5+ 27 &gl a6 28 ftd4 
Se8 29 ftB #c7 30 Aa2 #c5 31 Bd4 
©<16 32 #14 ftf5 33 g4 Axf3 34 #xf3 
Eel 4- 35 ..vf2 Sal 36 1x17+ &xf7 37gf 
2xa4 38 ,fg+ ,Lxg6 39 #g4+ &f6 40 
#f4+ *g6 41 #g44- &f6 42 #f4+ &g6 
43 #d6+ #xd6 44 Bxd6+ *gS 45 Hxb6 
Sal 46 &e3h547b4 ± li4 4H 2h6aS49b5 


a4 50 &d2 a3 51 Ea6 a2 52 c4 <&xh3 53 
&c2 h4 54 &b2 Shi 55 &xa2 -&g4 1:0 


□ Barle Browne ■ 

Lone Pine 1979 

I e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ed #xd.5 4 ftc3 #d8 5 
©f3 ftft [5 ... ftc6?! 6 ilb5 &d7 7 04) 
«Sf6 8 fte5 Sc8 9 #e2 e6 10 Axc6 Axc6 

II f5 ± Westerinen-Tseshkovsky, Sochi 
1981] 6 fte5 [6 jtb5+ Ad7 7 #c2 g6 8 
©e5 i.g7 9 #c4 0-0! 10 #xc5 Af'5! 
unclear Westerinen-Polugaevsky, Sochi 
1981] e6 [6 ... ftbd7?! 7 Ac4 e6 8 #e2 
ft*e5? 9 fe ftd7 10 0-0 Ae7 11 d3 04) 12 
SB ± Hebden-Kiss, Hungary 1981-82] 7 

"#0 [7 Ab5+ ftfd7! unclear] Ae7 8 b3 
©fd7! [8 ... 0-0 9 Ab2 ftbd7?! 10 04)4) 
#c7 11 Bel a6 12 g4 b5 13 Ag2 ftb6 14 
g5 ± Hennings-Polugaevsky, Kislovodsk 
1972] 9 Ab5 0-0 10 ftxd7 ftxd7 11 &b2 
a6 I2.fi.d3 Sb8 13 #h3 f5! 14 g4 Ah4+ 15 
< cbe2 b5! 16 gf c4! 17 i.e4 ftc5 18 Sag! 
J*Lf6 19 d.4 cd4 20 cd ef 21 £d54 &e6 22 
Axc6+.ftxe6 23 Bfl Bc8 24 d4 ftxd4+ 
25 sfe'ft b4 0:1 


Game 4 

□ Fredericks Altman ■ 

New York 1961 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ed #xd5 4 ftc3 #d6 5 
©f3 ftf6 6 Jitc4 [In Hodgson-Horvath, 
England 1984 White opened the centre 
with 6 d4. But after 6 ... a6 7 A.e.3 cd 8 
#xd4 #xd4 9 £xd4 ftc6 If) ixl'6 ef 11 0- 
04) £e6 12 £d3 0-0-0 he failed to achieve 
anything tangible] ftc6 7 0-0 g6 8 d3 ftaS 
9 ftb5 #h6 10 Bel ftxc4 11 dc £c6 12 
ftg5 Bd8 13 ftxe6! Sxdl 14 ft be 74 Id 7 
15 Bxdl+ *c6 16 fta8! #a6 17 ftd8 
mate I‘:0 
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□ Hartston Tal ■ 

Tallin 1979 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ed &f6 4 Ab5+Ad7 5 
Axd7+ #xd7 6 c4 efi 7 We2 Ad6 8 de fe 9 
d3 0-0 10 ®f3 £ig4 11 £sc3 £>c6 12 0-0 
Axf4 13 #e4 Wd4+! 14'H'xd4cdl5 AxM 
dc 16 Ad6 Sfd8 17 c5 cb 18 Habl b6 19 
Sxb2 be 20 Axc5 2xd3 21 h3 ©f6 22 2cl 
2ad8 23 &h2 e5 24 An e4 25 2xc6 ef 26 
Axa7 2d2 27 2cc2 2xc2 Vi'Vi 


SECTION 4 

2 ... d5 3 ed £>f6 


as m 

hub mmi 


JBHBJELB 

\mmmm 


The most exciting recent development 
for Black is the gambit initiated by 3 ... 
£if6. Introduced by Tal in game 5 it 
immediately made life difficult for White. 
And when 8 ... Wxefi! was discovered in 
game 6 and that 4. ...£}bd7 was also 
interesting (game 8), addicts of 2 f4 
suddenly started to worry. 

In game 7 Hebden won with 7 f5 but 
this certainly wasn't thanks' to his 
opening. White was in desperate need of 
a new idea. 

The first attempt to improve was with 4 
c4 but game 9 showed that Black still had 
excellent compensation for his pawn. The 
second attempt was to opt out with 3 
<Sc3(!) which is looked at in the next 
section. 


Game 6 

□ Davies Petursson ■ 

Hamar 1983 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ed ©ffi 4 Ab5+ Ad7 5 
Axd7+ f'xd? 6 c4 e6 7 We2 Ad6 8 de 
Wxe61 9 Wxe6+ fe 10 ®e2 ©c6 11 «lhc3 
0-0-0 12 0-0 4ib4 13 b3 2he8 [Also good 
is the immediate 13 ... e5 as in Poloch- 
Tischbierek, Leipzig 1984. Play 
continued 14 2bI 2he8 15 f5 e4 16 Aa3 
®c2 17 Ab2 Ae5 18 2bdl Ad4+ with a 
winning position for Black.] 14 Ab2 £ld3 
15 Aa3 e5 16 f5? [16 feT] 



e4 17 h3 h5 18 2adl Ae5 19 g3 a6 20 <&g2 
&c7 21 ®cl h4 22 ®d5+ ©xd5 23 ®xd3 
ed 24 cd Axg3? [24 ... 2xd5! wins] 25 
Axc5 2e2+ 26 &f3 Sxd5 27 Ae3 2x15+ 
28 *e4 2xfl 29 2xfl 2b2 30 217+ &c6 
31 2xg7 2xh3 32 2g6+ *d7 33 2g7+ 
&c6 34 2g6+ *d7 35 2g7+ *c6 VrYt 
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□ Hebden 


Game 7 


Davies ■ 

Nottingham 1983 
l e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ed S3f6 4 Ab5+ Ad7 5 
Axd.7+ 'S'xd? 6 c4 e6 7 ®e2 Ad6 8 f5I? 0- 
0 [8 ... «3a61? 9 de fe 10 fe Wei 11 ©O 
«lb4 12 43a3 0-0-0 13 0-0 £>d3 with 
compensation for the material] 9 fe fe 10 
de I'eS! [10 ... Wc7?! 11 £>f3 £>g4 12e7! 
±; 11... «3c6I2£ic3«3d4 13<&xd4cdl4 
£>b5 Ag3+ 15 *dll] 11 $313 thS 12 
«sc3 [12 0-0? Axh2+!] $3c6 13 d3 2ae8 
14 Ad2 Ag3+ 15 <&dl Ad6? [15 ... $3g4! 
16 $3e4 Ac7 with the idea of 17 ... Hxe6 is 
very strong] 16 2el <$3d8 17 $3g5 $3g4 18 
$3ee4 Axh2 19 Shi $3xe6 20 2xh2 »xh2 
21 Wxg4 Wgl+ 22 Acl $3d4 23 &d2 Wfl 
24 *c3 b5 25 cb c4? [25 ... $3xb5+ 
unclear] 26 de 2d8 27 5le6 $3xe6 28 
Wxe6+ &h8 29 *b3 2fe8 30 Wc6 2c8 31 
*fd5 2cd8 32 $3d6 218 33 Ac3 1:0 


Game 8 

□ W, Watson Razuvaev ■ 

London 1983 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ed $3f6 4 Ab5+ $3bd7 5 
c4 a66 Aa4?! [The superior 6 Axd7+ was 
played in Westerinen-Burger, Brighton 
1983. But even then Black got an 
excellent position after 6 ... Axd7 7 d4 
Ag48 $3f3cd90-0e6 lOde Axc6 11 Sc! 
Ae7 12 b3 0-0 13 h3 Ac5] b5 7 cb <5Vb6 
[Also good is 7 ... $3xd5] 8 ba+ $3xa4 9 
Wxa4+ Ad7 10 Wc4 e6 11 $3c3 Ad6? [In 
his notes to the game Razuvaev gave 11... 
ed as being stronger. His analysis 
continued 12 $3xd5 $3xd5 I3’ifxd5 2xa6 
14 5313 2e6+ 15 *f2 2e2+! 16&fl (and 
not 16 <4?g3 2xg2+!) Ab5 17 Wxd8+ 
<&xd8 18 d3 Axd3 19 <&gl c4 with a clear 
advantage to Black] 12 de Axe6 13 ®b5+ 


$3d7 14 $3ge2 #64+ 15 g3 tte7 16 0-0 
Ah.3 17 2f3 0-0 18 2e3 Wd8 19 b3? [19 
2d3 += Razuvaev] $3f6 20 Ab2 Ac8! T 
21 $3e4 $3xe4 22 2xe4 Axa6 23 Wc6 2a7 
24 r5 Ab7 25 2g4 f6 26 WbS Aa6 27 \f c6 
Axe2 28 #d5+ 2al7]29 2a4 Ab5 30 2e4 
■tfa8 31 »xa8 2xa8 32 a4 Ad3 33 Ue6 
AI8 34 g4 2b7 35 Ac3 2xb3 36 a5 Ac4 37 
2c6 Ad5 38 2c7 2b7 39 2xb7 Axb7 40 
2b! A13 41 h3 h5 0:1 


Game 9 

□ Hodgson Gudmundsson ■ 

Oakham (England) 1984 
! e4c52f4d53ed $3f64c4e6 5de Axe66 
3313 $3c6 7 $3c3 [Naturally, White is not 
keen to repeat the 7 d4?! of Hodgson- 
Salov, Leningrad 1983. That game 
continued 7 ... $3xd4 8 $3xd4 'S'xdd 9 
Wxd4 cd 10 Ad3 $3d7 11 f5 $3c5 12 fe 
$3xd3+ 13 *e2 $3e5 14 ef+ <&xf7 15 b3 
2e8+ when Black's powerful passed 
pawn gave him a clear advantage.] Ae7 8 
d3 0-0 9. Ac2 Wcl 10 <S3g5?! [ 10 0-0] Af5 
11 $3ge4 2ad8 12 <53xf6+ Axf6 13 <S3d5 
^d6 14 0-0 $3b4 15 <$3xb4 cb 16 a3 2fe8 



17 ab Wei 18 AT3 Axd3 19 g3 Axc4 20 
WC2 AxH 21 *xll '»el+22*g2 2c8 23 
Wa4 2e2+ 24 Axc2 Wxe21- 25 *h3 
WflT 26 d?g4 h5+ 27 *f5 Wd3 mate 0:1 
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Game 10 


SECTION 5 

2 ... d5 3 <£c3 



After 3 4ic3 Black has four 
possibilities. He can transpose into game 
15 with 3 ... ®f6, he can transpose into 
games 23-30 with 3 ... e6, he can play 3 ... 
de or advance with 3 ... d4. It is these last 
two moves which are examined in this 
section. 

Alter 3 ... de 4 4ixe4 Black usually 
meets the attack on c5 with 4... e6. White 
then seems to get the better of it whether 
he adopts Hebden’s exotic double- 
fianchetto treatment (game 10) or 
Plaskett’s more direct approach (game 
11 ) 

Black’s play (game 12) was a bit more 
like it. He chose 4 ... Wc7 in preference to 
the passive 4 ... e6. 

3 ... d4 will tend to favour White if he 
gets a King’s Indian with colours 
reversed and his pawn already on f4 
(game 13). The most interesting question 
is whether Black can put a spanner in the 
works early on, for example with 4 ... e5. 
Future encounters will doubtless provide 
the answer. 


□ Hebden King ■ 

Brighton (British Ch) 1984 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 £c3 de 4 £>xe4 e6 5 40 
416 6 412 4c6 7 b3.A.d6 8 4d3 4d5 
[About a month later 8 ... Wc7 was 
played by Leontxo-Garcia against 
Hebden in the Lewisham International. 
The game continued 9 g3 0-0 10 jkb2 
4d7 11 i.h3b6 120-0 Aa6I3c4Ab7 14 
2fe8 15 4g5 4d4 16 Axd4 cd 17 
Ji.g2 with an edge for White.] 9 g3 b6 10 
£b2 0-0 11 ±g2 i.b7 12 0-0 «c7 13 4g5 
4d4 14 c4 4e7 15 Axb7 ’H'xb7 16 Axd4 
cd 



17 imWxf3 18 4x0 4c6 19 21ela5 20 
a3 Eld8 21 *11 2ab8 22 2ebl 2a8 23 
4fel re 24 4c2 e5 25 fe fe 26 2el 2f8+ 
27 *g2 2ae8 28 412 kc7 29 d3 b5 30 cb 
4e7 31 4e4 4d5 32 a4 £d8 33 4d6 2e6 
34 4c4 2fc8 35 2fl £1636 2ael4c3 37 
4xa5 e4 38 4c4ed39 2xc6 2xe640 4b4 
2e2+ 41 212 4e4 42 Ixe2 de 43 4d3 
4c5 44 4cb2 4xb3 45 *f2 4a5 46*xe2 
*17 47 4) 14 *e7 48 *d3 *d749 4d5 1:0 


Game 11 

□ Plaskett -Howell ■ 

Brighton (British Ch) 1984 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 4c3 de 4 4xe4 e6 5 413 
£e7 6 £c4 416 7 We2 4c6 8 c3 0-0 9 0-0 
b6 10 d3 £b7 11 4g3 £d6 12 £d2 Wc7 13 
4g5 4e7 14 45e4 4xe4 15 de 4g6 16 
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©h5 *h8 17 Sael 2ad8 18 lei 2d7 19 
e5 le7 20 f5 ef 21 2x15 ld5 22 lxd5 
Ixd5 23 Wg4 Wd7 24 Sell *g8 25 ©xg7 
*xg7 26 Wh5 *g8 27 lh6 We6 28 1x18 
©xf8 29 c4 Id4 30 Ixf7 Wg6 31 'S'O 
©e6 32 2xe7 214 33 2xe6 1:0 

Game 12 

□ liebden Conquest ■ 

London 1984 

1 e4 c5 2 14 d5 3 ©c3 de 4 ©xe4 'H'c7 5 
©13 ©16 6 ©xf6+ gf 7 g3 h5 8 d3 lg4 9 
Lei ©c6 10 le3 0-0-0 11 0-0 e6 12 c3 
©c7 13 ©h4 c4 14 lxg4 hxg4 15 Wxgd 
2xd3 16 ld4 Bg8 17 We2 ©d5 18 ©g2 
lc5 19 lxc5 #xc5+ 20 W12 'H'xC-f- 21 
2x12 ©b6 22 ©el Bd5 23 ©c215 24 ©d4 
©a4 25 ©O 16 26 ©d4 ©c5 27 2e2 *d7 
28 *g2 a6 29 a4 b6 30 H3 *e7 31 *h2 
*17 32 ©c2 Igd8 33 ©d4 ©b3 34 ©xb3 
cb 35 *g2 I2d3 36 *12 2h8 37 h4 2g8 
38 Sgl 2d5 39 2gel 2d6 40 2e3 b5 41 
ab ab 42 23e2 2a8 43 *g2 2aa6 44 
h5 *g7 45 *h3 *h7 46 *h4 *g7 47 Bg2 
2a4 48 211 e5 49 *h3 e4 50 g4 2d3+ 51 
*h4 213 52 gx!5+ *h6 53 Bg6+ *h7 54 
Bdl 2x14+ 55 *g3 2x15 57 2d7+ *h8 
57 *g4 2(2 58 2h6+ *g8 59 2hh7 
e3+ 60 *g3 Sal Vi-Vi 

Game 13 

□ Jugashvili Tereshenko-Nutsu ■ 

Rumania 1982 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 d5 3 ©c3 d4 4 ©ce2 g6 [The 
immediate 4 ... e5 is an interesting idea 
which aims for control of e5. A sample 
variation is 5 ©f3 ©c6 6 d3 ef 7 ©xf4 
ld6 8 g3, with about even chances.] 5 d3 
lg7 6 ©D ©c6 7 g3 e5 8 lg2 ©ge7 

see following diagram 



9 fe 0-0 10 114 h6 tl h4 lg4 12 0-0 I'd? 
13 212 *h7 14 Wd2 Bae8 15 Sail ©g8 
16 *h2 ©xe5 17 ©xe5 lxe5 18 lxe5 
lxe2 19 2xe2 Sxe5 20 lh3Wc7 21 Wf4 
2e7 22 h5 'ffxf4 23 2x14 g5 24 215 b6 25 
2ef2 *g7 26 b4 Bc7 27 be be 28 2d5 ©c7 
29 2d6 2b8 30 a4 Bb2 31 e5 ©c6 32 e616 
33 115 ©e5 34 *g2 *18 35 Ed8+ *g7 
36 2e2 2bb7 37 *12 Se7 38 *g2 2bc7 
39 Sd5 *18 40 Sel 2e8 41 Bbl *c7 42 
2b5 2ec8 43 2a5 g4 44 *12 ©13 45 
lxg4 ©g5 46 Ia6 2d8 47 2d7+ 2dxd7 
48 ed ©17 49 115 ©d8 50 *13 ©c6 51 
*e4 *d8 52 ie6 ©b4 53 Bd6 ©xe2 54 
ih3 15+ 55 1x15 ©e3 56 lli3 c4 57 dc 
1:0 V 

SECTION 6 

Counterattack with 

... 


m 

A A A A A A A 
4 4 
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m mm ■ 

a has ha m 

S®M MS a |i 






This section looks at the main 
variations 2 ... ©f6 and 2 ... ©c6 3 ©13 

©f6. 

When Larsen first began experimenting 
with 2 f4 he faced 2 ... ©f6 on a couple of 
occasions. His reaction was the quiet 3 d3 
(game 14) which leads to positions related 
to the Big Clamp. 

The most natural reply is 3 ©c3 when 
Black usually plays 3 ... d5. An exotic 
alternative (3 ... g6) was played by Murei 
(game 16). 

After 3 ... d5 4 e5 Black has a choice 
between 4 ... d4 (game 15), which gives 
him a difficult endgame, and a discreet 
retreat with 4 ... ©fd7. The retreat 
transposes into a French Defence after 5 
©f3 e6 6 d4 but White also has the option 
of 6 g3, transposing into game 23. 

After 2 ... ©c6 3 ©f3 ©f6 White again 
has the choice between 4 d3 and 4 ©c3. 
The endgame after 4 ©c3 d5 5 e5 d4 
(game 17) again favours White but not so 
clearly as in game 15. After 5 ... ©d7 
White again has a choice between a 
French (6 d4) and game 23 (6 g3). Black 
can also try an interesting Murei 
concoction with 5 ... ©e4 (game 18). 

Finally it should be noted that 3... ©f6 
4 ©c3 c6 is game 35. 

Game 14 

□ Larsen Bednarsky ■ 

Palma de Mallorca 1967 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 ©f6 3 d3 ©c6 4 ©13 d5 5 e5 
©g8 6 &c2 Ag4 7 0-0 e6 8c4 ©ge7 9 ©c3 
dc 10 dc <?5f5 11 h3l [A dear improvement 
on Larsen-Tal, Amsterdam 1964 which 
went 'll Wa4 ©d4 12 ©xd4 *xd4+ 13 
Hf2 Axe2 14 ©xe2 WdS 15 f5 Ae7 16 
©f4 HIM with a good game for Black.] 
Axf3 12 Axf3 «d4+ 13 Wxdd cd 14 ©e4 
Ae7 15 c5 f6 16 ©d6+ *d7 17 b4 fe 18 b5 
©xd6 19bc+bc20cd Axd6 2I fe Axe5 22 


Ag4 c5 23 2r7+ &d6 24 Ag5 2he8 25 
Af3 Sab8 26 2xa7 2b6 27 Bel Aft 28 
Ad2 Beb8 29 Ae4 h6 30 Aa5 Ag5 31 
Axb6 Bxb6 32 Bbl 2xbl+ 33 Axbl c4 
34 &fl d3 35 2xg7 e5 36 2xg5 hg37*f2 
e4 38 &e3 'idS 39 g3 <&e5 40 a4 1:0 

Game 15 

□ Miles Plachetka ■ 

Dubna 1976 

I e4 c5 2 f4 ©f6 3 ©c3 d5 4 e5 d4 5 ef dc 6 
fg cd+ 7 «xd2 «xd2+ 8 Axd2 Axg7 9 0- 
0-0 Af5 [Black also found life difficult in 
the game Bisguier-Hartston, Hastings 
1975-76 which continued 9 ... ©c6 10 
Ab5 Ad7 11 Ae3 b6 12 ©13 ©e5 13 
Axd7+ ©xd7 14 Bhel h5 15 Af2 Ah6 16 
g3 ©f6 17 *bl ©g4 18 Agl] 10 ©e2 
©c6 II Ae3 Bc8? [11... b6] 12 ©g3 Ag4 
13 2d5 



Ad4 14 Axd4 cd 15 Ab5 Ad7 16 ©e4 
2d8 17 Axc6 be [17 ... Axc6 18 ©f6+!] 
18 Bxd4 Af5 19 2a4 2d7 20 ©g3 Ae6 21 
Bdl 2c7 22 f5 Ac8 23 2g4 e5 24 ©e4 
4?e7 25 f6+ *e6 26 h3 1:0 

Game 16 

□ Watson Murei ■ 

Brighton 1982 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 ©f6 3 ©c3 g6 4e5 ©h5 5 d3 d6 
6 Ae2 de 7 Axh5 gh 8 ®xh5 Bg8 9 ©13 
Ag4 10 Wxh7 Bg7 11 We4 Axf3 12 HSfxf3 
©c6 13 fe #d4 14 Ae3 ©xe'5 15 Wh3 *1)4 




16 0-fl-0 e6 17 ©e4 0-0-0 18 a3 Wb5 19 
Ag5 2xg5 20 «3xg5 Ag7 21 d4 cd 22 &e4 
£>c4 23 m3 Wc6 24 Ihel £ie3 25 Bxe3 
Ah6 26 *bl Axe3 27 ©d2 Wxg2 28 4>c4 
AM 29 h3 e5 30 Wb4 Wd5 31 2d3 e4 32 
2b3 e3 33 £ia5 Ad6 34 Wei b6 35 We2 
Wxa5 36 Wg4+ 15 0:1 

Game 17 

□ Miles Gligoric ■ 

Tilburg 1977 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 ®c6 3 4)f3 &f6 4 ®c3 d5 5 e5 

d4 6 ef dc 7 fgcd+ 8 Wxd2 Axg7 9 Wxd8+ 
£>xd8 10 Ab5+ Ad7 11 Axd7+ <&xd7 12 
c3 f5 13 Ae3 <&c6 14 0-0-0 £)17 15 Shel 
Sad8 16 2xd8 2xd8 17 Axc5 &xc5 18 
2xe7 218 19 2xb7 Af6 20 Bxa7 &b6 21 
Sd7 &c6 22 2d2 <£d6 23 2e2 h5 24 h4 
&e4 25 Qg5&d5 26 *c2 2a8 27a3©d6 
28 2c6 Axg5 29 2e5+ <&c6 30 hg h4 31 
&d3 2a4 32b4 2xa3 33 2a5 2xa5 34ba 
£>e4 35 &d4 &d6 36 a6 ®c5 37 a7 ©e6+ 
38 *c4 ®c7 39 g6 &e6 40 &c5 1:0 

Game 18 

□ Campora Cramling ■ 

Lugano 1983 

1 e4 c5 2 C4 ©c6 3 <$2f3 ©f64 ©c3d5 5e5 
£>e4 6 &xe4 [6 Ab5 ©xc3 7 dc Af5 8 
&h4 Ae4 9 e6 fe 10 Wh5+ &d7 11 Ad3 
Axd3 12cdWe8 13 Wg4 g6 is a wild and’ 
woolly encounter between Hebden and 
Murei, when it isn't clear that White 
has enough for his pawn,] de 7 £)j;5 
Af5 8 g4 Ag6 9 Ag2 e6 10 <£sxe4 h5 HO... 
c4! - Cramling.] 11 g5 h4?! [11 ... £sd4 
followed by ®f5 is better, according to 
Cramling.] 12 c3 Wb6 13 We2 0-0-0 14d3 
Wb5 15 An? [15 ®f2! ±] Wa5 16 Ad2 
Ae7 17 We3 Wa4 18 <5317 Wc2 19 Ae2 
Wxb2 20 0-0 Wa3 21 A13 Wa6 22 Ae4 
A.xe4 23 Wxe4 c4 24 d4 g6 25 a4 ®a5 26 
2a2 Bd5 27 <5:,g4 <£b3 28 We2 2a5 29 
QoJ 2xa4 30 Bxa4 Wxa4 31 «3xc4 Wa2 


32 217 *b8 33 Ael Wal 34 2H 2c8 35 
«3d6 Axd6 36 ed Wa4 37 d5 2e8 38 We5 
Wd7 39 Axh4 <S)d240 217 £>c441 Wd4ed 
42 15 2el+ 0:1 


SECTION 7 

2 ... e6 and 3 ... d5 
— but not main line 



Preparing ... d5 with 2 ...e6 is one of the 
most natural and popular systems at 
Black-'; disposal. It could be argued that 
if White's best to 2 ... d5 is 3 £3c3 then 
preparation isn't necessary! But in 
mitigation 2 ... e6 is often a handy move 
anyway and if White adopts the 2 <53c3 
move order then preparation certainly is 
useful. 

Categorising the variations stemming 
from 2 ... e6 was no easy matter but four 
basic types can be identified. The main 
line is arrived at after 3 4>f3 d5 4 4)c3 
33c6 5 Ab5 and this is dealt with in 
section 8. 

Section 9 is devoted to lines in which 
Black delays ... d5 for the time being. 
Section 10 deals with the various closed 
formations which can arise after 2 ... e6. 

This section features lines in which 3 ... 
d5 is played but the main line is not 
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reached. Game 19 shows 4 exd5 in action 
which despite its ugly appearance 
contains a certain amount of venom. 

The main alternative to 4 ftc3 is 4 
k.h5+. A more usual reply than the 
experimental 4 ... ftd7 (game 20) is 4 ... 
Ji.d7. After 5 Axd7+ the natural 5 ... 
'ifxd? seems to lose a pawn for 
inadequate compensation (game21). The 
prudent 5 ... ftxd7 gives a position in 
which White will put his pawns on White 
squares and claim he has the better 
bishop, (game 22). 

The vigilant reader may notice that 
game 23 is in fact an Alekhine’s Defence. 
But quite a few Sicilian 2 f4 lines can 
transpose into it so the darn thing had to 
go in somewhere. 

It appears in this section by virtue of 
the possible continuation 3 ft f3 d5 4 ft c3 
ftf6 5 e5 ftfd7 6 g3 (6 d4 gives a French 
Defence). It could have appeared with 
equal justification in sections 3,4,7,8 or 
10 . 


Game 19 

□ Sikora Jansa ■ 

Frenstat (CSSR Ch) 1982 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 e6 3 ftO d5 4 ed [A fairly 
innocuous idea is the attempt to set up a 
‘Big Clamp’ with 4 e5. Day-Clayton. 
World Open 1979 continued 4 ... ftc6 5 
g3 ftgc7 6 i.g2 ftr5 7 d3 h5 8 c3 kel 9 
fta3 Ad7 10 ftc2 f'6l? with counterplay 
for Black.] ed S Ab5+ $LA1 6 , @ , c2+ 
[Much more dangerous than the 6 
£.xd7+ of Kurajica-Pritchett, London 
1976. Play continued 6 ... ftxd7 7 0-0 
&d6 8 d4 fte7 9 Ae3 c4 10 ftc3 0-0 11 g4 
Ec8 12 $Ld2 i.b4 with an excellent game 
for Black] £e7 7 0-0 £xb5 8 «xb5+ «d7 
9 ftc3 ftc6 10 ftc5 ®xe5 11 fed412eb3 
fth6?! [12 ... 0-0-0 13 fte4 f5! = 
Plachctka] 13 ftd5 0-0 14 d3 ftg4 15 itf4 


2ad8 16 ftxe7+ Wxe7 17 Eael g5 




i a * 

■ ■ mmm 


18 h3 gf 19 hg #c6 20 Bxf4 Wxb3 21 ab 
2fe8 22 &h2 2e6 23 *g3 SdeS 24 2f5 
2a6 25 Shi Sa2 26 Sg5+ &f8 27 Sxh7 
Bxb2 28 Bgg7 Sxe5 29 1x17+ &g8 30 
Sfg7+ &f8 31 lxb7 Se8 32 Sh8mate 1:0 

Game 20 

□ Westerinen Boussius ■ 

Thessalonika 1981 

I e4 c5 2 f4 e6 3 ftf3d54 &b5+ ftd7 [4 ... 
ftlc6 5 ed ed 6 fte5 Ad7 7 £xc6 is 
somewhat better for White] 5 Axd7+ 
Axd7 6 d3 Ac6 7 fte5 fte7 8 Wei g6 9 c4 
Bc8 10 ftc3 d4 11 ftdl Ag7 12 0-0 0-0 13 
ftxc6 Bxc6 14 c5 f5 15ef Sxf6 16 g4e5 17 
ftf2 cf 18 fte4 Sf8 19 Axfd Ee6'20 *§g2 
b6 21 #03 Sc6 22 &g5 Bxfl+ 23 ExH 
Wdl 24 W3 Web 25 &f6 £xf6 26 ftxf6+ 
*g7 27 fte8+ <&h6 28 g5+ 1:0 

Game 21 

□ Watson Conquest ■ 

London 1982 

I e4 c5 2 f4 e6 3 ft 13 d5 4 &b5+ id? 5 
&xd7+ Wxd7 6 fte5 Wei 7 ed ed 8 'S'13 [8 
ftc3 ft 16 9 W3 transposes after 9 ... 
ffdO. but in the game Larsen— Brinck- 
Claussen, Danish Ch. 1964 Black chose 
the inferior 9 ... Wd8. After 10 ^e2 5.e7 

II WbS+ ftbd7 12 Wxb7 Eb8 13 Wxa7 
he found himself with nothing for his 
’sacrificed’ pawns] t'fd6 9 fte3 ftf6 10 
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We2 kel 11 '»b5+ tbd7 12 #xb70-013 
txd7 txd7 14 Wxd5 Ah4+ 15 g3 Wxf4 
16 d3 Eae8+ 17 te4 Wg4 18 0-0 Be5 19 
Wc4 Wg6 20 Af4 Eh5 21 Eael £e7 22 
tc3 j£tr6 23 td5 4d4+ 24 'B'xdd cd 25 
te7+ &h8 26 txg6+ hg 27 Ad6 Sc8 28 
2x17 tf6 29 Ae5 Be8 30 Sxf6 Eexe5 31 
BxeS Sxe5 32 212 Ecl+33 211 2e2 34 
212 Bel+ 35 &g2 2al 36 &f3 Bxa2 37 
b3 a5 38 &e4 a4 39 ba 2xa4 40 2181-1:0 


14 txc5 txe5 15 tf'4 Af6 16 WU5+ g6 
17 We2 Ag7 18 txd5! ed 19 &h6! £g4 
20«e3'»c7 21 jug7#xg722 Bad with 
a winning position for White.] 9 d3 f6 
[The famous game Nimzovich-Alekhine, 
Semmering 1926 went 9 ... tb6 10 te2 
d4 11 g4 f6 12 ef gf 13 tg3 td5 14 We2 
Ad6 15 th4 f ce7. With 16 th5 White 
could have developed a dangerous 
attack.] 10 ef txf6 11 We2 Be8 


Game 22 

□ Hodgson Delaney ■ 

Groningen (European Junior Ch) 1981-82 
1 c4 c5 2 f4 e6 3 tf3 d5 4 £b5+ &d7 5 
Axd7+ txd7 6 d3 Ad6 7 c4 te7 8 tc3 
d4 [Westerinen-Hansen, Esbjerg 1983 
went 8 ... 0-0 9 0-0 Ac7 10 We2 Ee8 11 f5 
de 12 tg5 tf8 13 fe f6 14 tgxe4 b6 15 
Ad2 &e5 16 20 tc6 17 2h3 Bxe6 18 
Wh5 'B'eS 19 mei 2exe8 with the better 
endgame for Black. But White's attack 
looked very dangerous and 
improvements (e.g. 13 f6) should be 
possible] 9 tc2 tc6 10 0-0 #€7 11 tg3 
0-0-0 12 e5 £e7 13 te4 Ii6 14 a3 a5 15 
Ad2 T5 16 ef gf 17 T5 ef 18 tg3 Ad6 19 
txf5 tideS 20 txe5 Axe5 21 h3h5 22b4 
cb 23 ab ab 24 Wa4 Ad6 25 «b5 2h7 26 
Ea8+ <&d7 27 txd6 Bxa8 28 WST &d8 
29 We6 Wei 30 'B'gS-H &d7 31 Wxa8 
&xd6 32 A.M+ te5 33 Wa5 *d7 34 
WdS+ <&c7 35 Wxd4 Eg7 36 Wd5 &c837 
2al 1:0 


Game 23 

□ Balashov Schmidt ■ 

Halle 1976 

1 e4 116 2 tc3 d5 3 e5 t fd7 4 f4 e6 5 tf3 
c5 6 g3 tc6 7 £g2 &e7 8 0-0 0-0 [In the 
game Balashov-Sinit, USSR 1975. Black 
delayed castling but got his king caught 
in the centre. Play went: 8 ... a6 9 a4 ’B'aS 
10 d3 b5 11 f5! b4 12 fe fe 13 tc2 tdxe5 



12 £d2 &d6 13 Ii3 h6 14 2ael e5 15 Te 
txe5 16 txe5 BxeS 17 «dl a6 18 AM 
Exel 19 Wxel AxM 20 Bxf4 d4 21 td5 
txd5 22 Axd5+ &h8 23 »e5 1:0 


SECTION 8 

2 ... c6: main line 


ii ill 

« 4 i | 
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The sequence 1 e4c5 2f4e6 3 ©f3d54 better prospects for White] Aa6 9 0-0 
©c3 4ic6 5 Ab5 represents the main line Ae7 10 Wei c4 11 d4 c5 12 Ae3 
of 2 ... e6. Black can now choose between 
5 ... and 5 ... £3e7. 

Some very strong grandmasters have 
shown a liking for 5 ... £)f6 which 
indicates that it should be treated with 
respect. White seems to keep an edge with 
the plan used in game 24. 

After 5 ... the! White normally plays 6 
ed (game 25 featured the rare but 
reasonable 6 Wei) and again Black has a 
choice. 

6 ... £3xd5 is often applauded but 2b8 13 2bl 0-0 14 Wg3 cd 15 4)xd4 Ac5 

White seems to get the better of it with 7 16 fS ef 17 4)xf5 Axe3+ 18 43xe3 2b6 19 

©e5 (game 26) and can also offer an 4)exd5 2g6 20 #14 #g5 21 #xg5 2xg5 

interesting gambit with 7 0-0 (game 27) 22 e6 fe 23 the 7+ 4?h8 24 2xf8+ 4)xf8 25 

After 6 ... exd5 White plays 7 Wtl and 2fl £lg6 26 4)e4 2g4 27 <£sd6 h5 28 Ii3 

Black is at a crossroads yet again. 7 ... 2d4 29 4)xg6+ <^?h7 30 4)f8+ ^gS 31 

ig4 (game 28) seems clearly in White's 43e8 c3 32 be 2d8 33 4)xe6 2xe8 34 43c7 

favour which leaves 7 ... #d6. Axfl 35 43xe8 Ac4 36 a3 Ab5 37 43d6 

Traditionally White has replied to this Aa4 38 h4 Axc2 39 '^?f2 &18 40 ^?e3 a6 

with 8 foe5 (game 29) but this seems to 41 &d4 &e7 42 Gc4 *e6 43 g3 *f5 44 

waste time against accurate defence. &f2 g6 45 c4 *c6 46 $3d3 a5 47 43 e5 Af5 
Kosten’s 8 Axc6+ (game 30) looks like a 48 c5 Ac2 49 4ie4 a4 50 c6 Adi 51 ^c5 
dangerous improvement. 1:0 
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Came 24 

□ Foguelman Marcussi ■ 

Cuba 1981 

1 e4 c5 2 43c3 43 c6 3 f4 e6 4 <530 d5 5 Ab5 
4)f6 6 e5 [The best. Black developed 
excellent counterplay after both 6 #e2 
Ac7 7 0-0 0-0 8 Axc6 be 9 d3 c4 10 d4 
43xe4 11 43xc4 dc 12 #xc4 #d5 13 Wei 
e5 (Bilek-Stein, Kecskemet 1968) and 6 
d3 Ac7 7 0-00-0 8 Axc6bc9 Ad2?l (9 b3) 
A ah 10 c5 43 d 7 II Wei d4! 12 4)c4 c4! 
(Hug-Gligoric. Skopje (ol) 1972)| 4id7 7 
Axe6 be 8 d3 [Also possible is the 
immediate 8 0-0. Bangicv-Tukmakov. 
USSR 1979 continued 8 ...c4 9 b3 Aa6 10 
be Axc4 11 d3 Aa6 12 the2 g6 13 Ac3 
#a5 14 h3 h5 15 *h2 with slightly the 


□ Konarkowska-Sokolov Aseneva ■ 
Subotica 1967 

I e4c5 2 43c3 43c6 3 f4e6 4 43f3d5 5 Ab5 
the 7 6 #e2 [6 43e5? has been shown to be 
dubious. Figler-Podgaets, USSR 1971 
continued 6 ...d4! 7 Axc6+ 43xc68 4)xc6 
be 9 43b I d3 10 c4 e5 with terrible 
problems for White.] d4 [6 ... dc 7 43xe4 
a6 8 Axc6+ 43xc6 9 b3 Ae7 10 Ab2 04) 

II 0-0 also slightly favours White 
(Rossolimo-Zuckerman. USA Ch 1966- 
67)| 7 4dl |Or alternatively 7 t „4 a 6 8 
Axc6+ 4jxc6 9 b3 Ae7 10 d3 (Bangicv- 
Novikov, USSR 1978)]a68 Axc6+ 43xc6 
9 d3 Ae7 10 0-0 bS 11 a4 Ab7 12 h3 2c8 
13 thfl 0-0 14 Ad2 #c7 15 4)g4 2fd8 16 
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©el A18 17 f5 e5 18 ©f6+! gf 19 *g4+ 
Ag7 [19 ... *h8 20 2f3 Ag7 21 Sh3 Bg8 
22 Bxh7+!] 20 Ah6 *18 21 Axg7+ *e8 
22 Axl6 ©e7 23 *g3 e4 24 jfcxeS *c5 25 
ab ab 26 be be 27 A16 Ba8 28 Sxa8 Bxa8 
29 *g5 Ba3 30 Axe7 *xe7 31 16 *d6 32 
*b5+ Ae6 33 *xc4 Ba4 34 *b3 Bb4 35 
Wa3 *b8 36 *cl *b6 37 *14 *c5 38 h3 
Ad7 39 *g3 Ae6 40 *g8+ *d7 41 *xh7 
*g5 42 *g7 1:0 

Game 26 

□ Hebden Hurt ■ 

London 1982 

1 e4 c5 2 14 e6 3 ©13 ©c64 ©c3d5 5 Ab5 
©c7 6 ed ©xd5 7 ©e5 Ad7 [7 ... ©xc3 
was successlully tried in Watson-Murei, 
Brighton 1983. But instead olWalson’s8 
dc*xdl + 9*xdl Ad7 10Axc6Axc6H 
©xc6 be 12 Ac3 While should try 8 be. In 
that case he lias good chances.] 8 Axc6 
Axc6 9 ©xc6 be 10 0-0 Ae7 11 *e2 0-0 12 
©e4 ©1)6 13 Ulil Be8 14 b315 15 ©g3 [15 
©12 and ©d3 is interesting according to 
Hon | A16 16 Aa3 *d6 17 *hl g6 18 *f2 
©d7 19 ©e2? [While should play 19 
Bbdl with a slight edge] *xd2 20 *13 
*xc2 21 *xc6 *xa2 22 *xd7 *xa3 23 
©gl *a6 24 Wd2 Bad8 25 *c2 Bd5 26 
©13 *d6 27 *c4 Bb8 28 *a4 *d7 29 
*a2 Bb4 30 g3 Bd3 0:1 

Game 27 

□ Korolov Obulkhovsky ■ 

USSR 1973 

1 e4 c5 2 ©c3 ©c6 3 14 e64 ©O d5 5 Ab5 
©e7 6 ed ©xd5 7 0-0 ©x!4 8 d3 ©g6 9 
©g5 16 10 Axc6+ be 11 *!3©e512*g3 
*d4+? [12 ... Ae7 unclear] 13 Ac3 *g4 
14 *12! Ig 15 d4 ed 16 Axd4 ©13+? [16... 
*14] 17 *xf3 *xd4+ 18 *hl 

see following diagram 



18 ... *d7 19 Badl *c7 20 ©e4 Aa6 21 
*h5+ g6 22 ©f6+ *17 23 ©d5+ *g7 24 
©xc7 gh 25 Bd7+ *g6 26 ©xa6 Ag7 27 
Bd6 Bhe8 28 ©c7 Bad8 29 ©xe8 Bxe8 
30 Bel *15 31 c3 c5 32 Bd7 A16 Bxa7 
Bb8 34. Bn+ *g6 35 Ba6 *17 36 b3 h4 
37 Ba7+ *g6 38 Ba6 Be8 39 Bc6 Axc3 
40 Bxc5 Ad4 41 2c6 *h5 42 h3 e5 43 
BfT6 g4 44 B15 mate 1:0 

Game 28 

□ Zinn Doda ■ 

Lugano 1968 

1 e4 c5 2 f4e6 3 ©13 ©c64 ©c3d5 5 Ab5 
©e7 6 ed ed 7 *e2 Ag4 8 Axc6+ be 9 0-0 
*d6 10 b3« c4 [10 ... *e6 11 *12 Axl3 12 
*x!3 ©15 13 Aa3 ©d4 14 *d3 *15 15 
Bael+ *d7 16 *a6 led to disaster lor 
Black in Rumens-Benjainin, Charlton 
1976] 11 be *c5+ 12 *hl *xc4 13 Wei 
16 14 d3 *c5 15 Bbl *17 16 Bb3 *a5 17 
©d4 Ad7 18 Bb7 *d8 19 ©a4 Ae8 20 
©c5 *d6 21 Aa3 Axb7 22 ©xb7 *d7 23 
©c5 *c8 24 15 ©g8 25 *g3 ©h6 26 
©ce6 ©x!5 27 Bxl5 g6 28 Bxf6+ 1:0 

Game 29 

□ Hebden Kristensen ■ 

Silkeborg 1983 

I e4 c5 2 f4 ©c6 3 ©13 e64 ©c3 d5 5 Ab5 
©e7 6 ed ed 7 *e2 *d6 8 ©e5 16 [8 ... 
Ad7?9 A.xc6Axc6I0©b5*d8 110-016 
12 ©xc6 be 13 ©c3 *17 14 15! put Black 
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in terrible trouble in the game Rogoff- 
Tukmakov, Student Olympiad, Graz 
1972] 9 iUe6+ be 10 ©O g6?! [10 ... 
Ag4! looks natural and strong] 11 b3 <&f7 
12 Aa3 'B'xf4 13 ixcS ©IS 14 AxlB Sxffi 
15 0-0 &g8 16 Sael Ad7 17 TO 217 18 
©a4 d4 19 ©c5 >#46 20 ©e4 #45 21 c4 dc 
22 4c #a5 23 c4 Baf8 24 h3 «c7 25 €3d4 
©g7 26 c5 ©e8 27 Wc2 h6 28 Wed 15 29 
©c3 *H7 30 ©13 ©g7 31 >»h4 ©h5 32 
©e5 216 33 ©c4 ile6 34 ©d6 #35 35 
«d4 048 36 2c5 ©g7 37 2 lei f4 38 
©ee4 O 39 ©x!6+ ^x!6 40 Bfl Ad5 41 
Sxd5 cd 42 Wxf6 2x16 43 2x0 2e6 44 
2d3 2e5 1:0 


Game 30 

□ Kos ten Rovid ■ 

Budapest 1984 

1 e4 c5 2 ©c3 e6 314 ©c64 ©13 d5 5 ib5 
the 7 6 ed ed 7 We2 'U'db 8 £xc6+ 
[Unusual but possibly the best. Another 
interesting variation is 8 0-0 &g4 9 
Axc6+ f'xcb 10 h3 Axfl 11 «xO g6 12 
15! gf 13 d4! cd 14 ©e2 unclear which was 
played in Davies-Suba, Cardiff 1984 ] 
Wxc6 9 ©e5 fd6 10 0-0 a6 11 d3 16 12 
WH5-- g6 



13 ©xg6 ©xg6 14 15 ¥fe5 15 £d2 Wd4+ 
16 E12 Will 17 2el+ d?17 18 lg+ hg 19 
Wxd5+ <&g7 20 g3 Wild 21 ©c4 2h5 22 

Wd8 1:0 


SECTION 9 

2 ... e6: delayed ... d5 



By delaying ... d5 Black hopes to avoid 
the pressure to which he was subjected in 
the main line. Alter 1 e4 c5 214 e6 3 ©13 
©c6 4 ©c3 ©ge7 both 5 ... ©d4 and 5 ... 
a6 make White’s pieces look silly. 

But the lack ol immediate tension 
allows White to change plan. Alter 3 ©13 
©c6 4 &b5 ©ge7 he can play 5 0-0 and 
alter 5 ... a6 choose between a closed set¬ 
up with 6 jSle2 followed by d3 and c3 
(game 31) and Westerinen’s interesting 
formula initiated by 6 jLxc6 (game 32). 

In addition White can play 3 ©13 ©c6 
4 ©c3 ©ge7 5 d4, opting lor a favourable 
form ol Open Sicilian, games 33 and 34 
show Hebden’s expertise with this plan. 

In game 35 Black used a different 
method ol delaying ... d5 by playing his 
knight to 16 rather than c7. Black often 
gets blown away when he does this but 
Nemet’s formula against Hcbdcn looks 
playable. 


Game 31 

□ Miles Reshevsky ■ 

Amsterdam 1977 

1 e4 c5 214 © c6 3 © 13 c0 4 it b 5 ©g( 7 5 0- 
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0 a6 6 Ae2 g6 7 <13 Ag7 8 c3 0-0 9 Ae3 b6 
[Larsen-Kavalek, Las Palmas 1974 
varied with 9 ... d6 10 d4 cd 11 ?5xd4 
4)xd4 12 Axd4e5 13 fe when Black could 
have equalised completely with 13 ... 
45c6! But White should go 12 cd with 
similar play to Miles-Rcshevsky] 10 d4 f5 
11 e5 4id5 12 Ad2cd 13 45xd4 4\xd4 14 cd 
d6 15 4ic3 de 16 de Ab7 17 A13 B17 18 
4ixd5 Axd5 19 Axd5 »xd5 20 Ae3 
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20 ... We4 21 Axh6 g5 22 ^6 2e8 23 
2acl gf 24 Sfel m?25 Wc6 2b8 26 Ad4 
SdS 27 «txb7 2xb7 28 2c4 *f7 29 Ac3 
Ah6 30 2c6 2a7 31 *12 2d3 32 2d6 
2ad7 33 2xa6 A18 34 2a5 Ae7 35 2fl 
Ah4+ 36 *gl 2dl 37 2a4 2xfl + 38 
*xfl 2dl+39*e2 2gl40g3 Ag5 41 gf 
Ah4 42 *d3 2hl 43 2b4 2xh2 44 a4 2hl 
45 a5 2dl+ 46 *c2 2d7 47 a6 Af2 48 
2b7 *e8 49 b4 Aa7 50 2xd7 *xd7 51 
*d3 1:0 

Game 3 2 

□ Westerinen Burbach ■ 

West Germany 1981 

1 e4c5 2f4e6 3 4if3 4lc64 Ab5 45ge750- 
0 a6 6 Axc6 4ixc6 7d3d5 [In Westerinen- 
King, Lewisham 1981 Black tried 7 ...b5. 
But alter 8 c4 Ae7 9 4ic3 Wb6 10 Ac3 
Ab7 11 2b,1 0-0 12 b4 45d4 13 Axd4 cd 
14 c5 ^a7 15 4>e2 a5 16 a3 ab 17 ab he 
soon discovered that his pawn on d4 was 
indefensible] 8 c4 Ae7 9 ed ed 10 45c3 dc 


[Westerinen-Guill Garcia, Bochum 1981 
varied with 10 ... d4 11 4ie4 0-0 12 4fe5 
45xe5 13 fe Wcl and now Westerinen 
claims that 14 4sf6+ gf 15 ef Ad6 16 Wh5 
*h8 17 Ah6 *g8 18 2ael would have 
given him a winning attack] 11 dc 0-0 12 
Ae3 Ae6 13 b3 Af6 14 Scl b6 15 4se4 
Ad4 16 Axd4 cd 17 «Je5 Ad7 18 Wt5 
Ae8 19 «f5 h6 20 2cdl 2a7 21 213 4le7 
22 4tf6+ gf 23 Wxf6 Ad7 24 45xf7 Ag4 25 
2g3 h5 26 2xd4 «xd4+ 27 »xd4 *xf7 
28 h3 2d7 29 We5 4ig6 30 Wg5 2e8 31 hg 
2dl+ 32 *h2 2eel 33 Wf5+ *g7 34 
2d3 2hl+35*g3h4+36*f3 2hfl+37 
*e4 2xd3 38 *xd3 2xf4 39 «d7+ *h6 
40 *e3 211 41 Wd6 *g5 42 #xb6 2el+ 
43 *f2 2e5 44 WxaO 4>f4 45 *13 4)d3 46 
1^6 the 1+ 47 *f2 1:0 


Game 33 

□ Hebden Kuligowski ■ 

Lewisham 1981 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 e6 3 4if3 4lc6 4 45c3 4tge7 5 
d4 [5 g3'did not work out well in Ozsvath- 
Witkowski, Lublin 1969. Play continued 
5 ... d5 6 Ag2 d4 7 4>e2 d3 8 cd 'ftxd3 9 0-0 
'B'xe4 when White didn’t have enough for 
his pawn] cd 6 4fxd4 45xd4 7 Wxd4 45c6 
8 W(2 d5 9 Ad3! [9 ed gives Black too 
much freedom. Hug-Stnyslov, Petropolis 
1973 continued 9 ... ed 10 Ad3 Ae7 11 
Ad2 0-0 12 0-0-0 d4 13 45e4 Wd5 with a 
good game for Black] Ae7 10 0-0 0-0 11 
2dl d4 12 4ie2 Ac5 13 a3a5 14 *hl f6 15 
4igl WO 16 «3f3 Ad7 17 Wh4 2ad8 18 
Ad2 a4 19 2gl 4>e7 20 g4 Ab5 21 g5 ©g6 
22 'tB'hS f5 23 2g3 Axd3 24 cd STeS 25 
2h3 45(8 26 45e5 g6 27 45xg6 Wcl 28 
45xf8 2x18 29 g6 2d7 30 2gl *fi8 31 
21g3 2g732 gh §17 33 #13 2e8 34 2xg7 
*xg7 35 h8«+ 1:0 
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□ llebden 


34 


Razuvaev ■ 

Manchester 1983 

I e4 e5 2 f4 e6 3 4if3 &c6 4 4)c3 43ge7 5 
d4 4)xd4 6 4}xd4 cd 7 'tfxd4 4>c6 8 W f2 
b6 [A similar plan was seen in 
Sigurjonsson-Ciocaltea, Caracas 1970 
which continued 8... ib49id30-0 100- 
0 d6 11 ie3 b6 12 Sadi ixc3 13 be Wcl 

14 Wg3 1'5 15 S fe 1 »f7 16 ef cf 17 i b5 ±. 
Clearly 10 ... d6 doesn't fit in too well. 
The solid 8 ... ie7 9 id3 0-0 10 0-0 4ib4 

II ie3 4>xd3 12 cd b6 13 f5 gave Whitea 
nice position in Lazarevic-Levitina, 
Yugoslavia 1983. Finally the 
experimental 8 ... ffu5 9 id3 ic5 10 
ie3 ia3 proved unsuccessful in the 
game Hodgson-I'avatsov, Leningrad 
1983. After 11 id2 ixb2 12 4ib5 Wa4 13 
Ebl id4 14 4ixd4 Wxd4 15 Wxd4 4ixd4 
16 ic3 4le6 17 i'xg7 Sg8 18 if6 Sxg2 
19 e5 4)d4 20 *fl Eg4 21 *12 4jf5 22 
Shgl Exf4+ 23 *e2 4>e7 24 Eg7 d6 25 
Sxh7 White had a dangerous passed 
pawn] 9 ie3 ib4 10 id3 0-0 11 0-0 
ixc3 12 be ib7 13 Sadi f6 14 Bd2 We7 

15 Sldl SadS 16 We2 d6 17 in 4>a5 18 
ibS 43a5 18 il)5 ia8 19 e5 fc 20 fe #g5 
21 ig3 d5 22 Sd4 3c8 23 ih4 Wh6 24 
ie7 ST5 25 Eh4 Wg6 26 id3 Sxc3 27 
ixr5 ef 28 ib4 Sc8 29 ixa5 ba 30 e6 
Se8 31 Sel W6 32 Sxh7 Wd4+ 33 *hl 
Wg4 34 Wxg4 fg 35 Sh4 ib7 36 Exg4 


4sd4 7 re de 8 43e4 Wd5 9 d3 <7.1x13 f 10 
Wxf3 Wxe5 11 ie2 ie7 12 if4 Wxb2 13 
0-0 with a dangerous attack ] 4id4 6 e5 
4lxb5 7 4>xb5 43d5 8 c4! [8 0-0 a6! is good 
for Black] 4sxf4 [A better try is 8 ... 4)b4 
as in Hebden-Nemet, Biel 1983. Play 
continued 9 d4 a6 10 43d6+ ixd6 1 I ed 
cd 12 a3 4ic6 13 0-0 b5 14c5 it>7 15 Wd3 
Hi ti(y witli quite a reasonable position for 
Black.] 9 d4 4sg6 10 0-0 cd i 1 4)g5 16 12 ef 
gf 13 <5te4 ie7 


.H 

A A A JL A 

A A4 


& £ & £ 

‘Jl'W ' a ^ 


14 4>bd64- ixd6 15 4>xd6+ *e7 16 
Wxd4 Wa5 17 c5 e5 18 Wd5 Wa4 19 WH+ 
*d8 20 WxI'O-b *e7 21 4>e8+ 2xc8 22 
Wd6+ *d8 23 ig5+ 4lo7 24 ixe7+ 
Sxc7 25 2(8-1- Se8 26 Sxe8+ *xe8 27 
WxeS f *d8 28 Wffi+ *c7 29 Wd6-f 1:0 


SECTION 10 

2 ... e6: closed lines 


ic8 37 Sa4 ixe6 38 *gl *17 39 Sxa5 
2e7 40 Sa6 1:0 


dame 35 

□ Hodgson van Baarlc ■ 

London 1978 

1 c4 c5 2 14 ©c6 3 4if3 4316 4 4ic3 cb 5 
ib5 11 he immediate 5 e5 is also 
interesting. A game H.odgson- 
Weidermann played in 1982 continued 5 
... 4ig8 (5 ... <7id5 6 4>xd5 cd 7 d4) 6 f5!? 


IHliF4s 

A A AAA 
A A 

JL 

A f 

' n 
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If Black plays 2 ... e6 3 £>f3 a6 he can ■ 
prevent ±b5 once and for all. On the 
other hand the time lost with ... a6 makes 
it more attractive for White to switch to a 
closed formation. This is what happened 
in game 36. 

White often adopts a closed set-up 
without any encouragement from Black. 
Games 37 and 38 see an early *e2 played 
by the Canadian master Lawrence Day. 
This method of development is 
reminiscent of Tschigorin's 2 *e2 
against the French and many positions 
can arise from either opening. 

The idea behind these so-called ‘Big 
Clamp’ formations is that White’s line of 
pawns will absorb any attempt by Black 
to open lines on the queenside while 
White calmly increases his space 
advantage on the other side. But White 
must be careful when adopting such a 
strategy as over-extravagant play can 
have him fall behind in development, fail 
to keep the lines closed and get pole-axed 
(game 39). 

Finally in this section there is an 
example of I e4 c5 2 f4 c6 3 e5!7 (game 40) 
which transposes into Steinitz’s old 
treatment of the French Defence. I doubt 
if it will really catch on but the idea is 
worth noting. 


Game 36 

□ Pribyl Bobotsov ■ 

Vmjacka Banja 1971 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 e6 3 £T3 a6 4 £tc3 [If White 
wants to adopt a formation with *62 
then he should omit £lc3.1 recommend4 
*e2 M7 5 g3 d5 and now 6 d3 rather 
than the dangerous 6 e5 ©c6 7 Ag2 h5 8 
d3 h4! 9 g4 h3! of Westerinen-Conquest, 
Lewisham 1981] £ic6 5 g3 [Alternatively 
White can play 5 d3 and 6 4.e2] d5 6 d3 
®f6 7 We2? [Better is 7 Ad2 M7 8 Ag2 


b5 9 ®e5 Ab7 10 ®xc6 JUc6 11 e5 ®d7 
12 *g4 (Hug-Bobotsov, Skopje (Ol) 
1972) which offers even chances] £id4! 8 
£>xd4 cd 9 Csbl de 10 de M7 11 *13 
53xe4! 


s§ mmr % 


m r * 

fufi 




. 12 Ag2. £b4+ 13 Ad2 £ixd2 14 ©xd2 
£xd2+ 15 &xd2 Ac6 16 *e2 Axg2 17 
*xg2 *b6 18 &cl 0-0 19 2dl 2ac8 20 
&bl 2c4 21a4 2r c 8 22a5*b4 23*d2r6 
24 2a3 e5 25 2b3 *e7 26 fe fe 27 Scl c4 
28 2b6 d3 29 c3 24c6 30 2xc6 2xc6 31 
2el 2f6 32 *e3 h6 33 *cl 2e6 34 &d2 
*17 35 2al *e8 36 *d4 *h5 0:1 


Game 37 

1=1 Day Tisdall ■ 

Brighton 1980 

I e4 c5 2 14 e6 3 #62 ®c6 4 £>13 £)f6 5 c3 
b6 6 g3 Ml 7 £>a3 Ab7 8 d3 a6 9 £>c2 b5 
10 Ji.g2 *c7 11 0-0 0-0 12 &hl £> a 5 13 
fcg5 b4 14 c4 b3 15 £>c3 ba 16 2xa2 £b3 
17 £>h3 £>d4 18 *d I d6 19 Ml a5 20 M3 
^id7 21 g4 M6 22 g5 2fh8 23 *h5 a4 24 
«tl2 2b3 25 2a3 2xa3 26 ba 2b8 27 
?!2g4 *d8 28 &xd4 cd 29 £c2 &c5 30 
«lxd4 Ae8 31 f5 &xg5 32 f6 jkxf6 33 
£>xf6+ gf 34 ,£h3 *18 35 *xh7 * a 5 36 
£xe6 £>xe4 37 *xe4 fe 38 *xe6 *a8+ 
39 *gl 2b2 40 *x(6 f *g8 41 *18+ 
*h7 42 2f7+ 1:0 
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Game 38 


□ Day Blumenfeld ■ 

Marshall Invitational 1980 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 ©c6 3 ©f3 c6 4 #e2 d6 5 c3 
#c7 6 ©a3 ©f6 7 ©c2 £e7 8 d3 0-0 9 g3 
b6 10 £h3 £1)7110-0 Bfe8 12g4c4 13d4 
©a5 14 ©d2 £f8 15 gS ©d7 16 MR Be7 
17 ©e3 g6 18 ©g4 £g7 19 #04 ©18 20 
£g2 ©c6 21 ©16+ si?h8 22 Sf3e5 23 Sh3 
h5 24 gh 1:0 


Game 39 

□ Bohm Kochiev ■ 

Le Havre 1977 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 e6 3 d3 d5 4 ©d2 ©c6 5 ©g!3 
©16 6 c3 £e7 7 g 3 b6 8 e5 ©g4 9 #e2 h5 
10 £g2 £b7 11 a3 «Td7 12 0-0 d413 ©e4 
dc 14 be 0-0-0 15 ££dl £a6 16 ©el 1617ef 
gf 18 a4 T5 19 ©12 £16 20 £b2 £b7 21 
©13 h4 22 d4 ©xh2 



23 dc #17 24 ©d4 ©xd4 25 cd £xg2 26 
*xg2 hg 27 ©h3 ©g4 28 Sacl Bxh3 29 
cb+ &b8 30 ba+ <&xa7 31 &xh3 Bh8+ 32 
&xg3 Bh3+ 0:1 


Game 40 

□ Steinitz Schwarz ■ 

Vienna 1882 

1 e 4 e6 2 e5c5 314 ©c6 [Another example 
is Steinitz-Wiess, Vienna 1882 which 
continued 3 ... d5 4 ed £xd6 5 g3 £d7 6 
©O £c6 7 £g2 ©16 8 04) ©bd7 9 d3 0-0 
10 ©bd2 ©b6 11 #e2 Wc7 12 b3 £e7 13 


£b2a5 14 a4 ©fd5 15 ©c4 ©b4 16 Bad 
©6d5 17 ©le5 £f6 18 #12 £e8 19 g4 
Sd8 20g5 £e7 21 ©g4 ©c622«fh4 ©d4 

23 £e4 with a winning attack] 4 ©13 ©h6 
5 g3 £e7 6 £g2 0-0 7 d316 8 ef £xf6 9 0-0 
©17 10 c3 Eb8 II ©a3 b6 12 ©c2 £b713 
©e3 d5 14 ©g4 e5 15 ©xf6+ gf 16 ©h4 
©e7 17 le le 18 «g4+ &h8 19 WhS #e8 
20 d4 £a6 21 Bel cd 22 cd e4 23 £14 Sd8 

24 Sacl &g8 25 2c7 ©h8 26 #g5+ 
©hg6 27 2xa7 £d3 28 Bel ©c6 29 Bxh7 
2x14 30 2h6 2d6 31 ©xg6 1:0 


SECTION 11 

2 ... g6*. 

Independent lines 






In the variation 2 14 ©c6 3 ©O g6 4 
£b5 £g7 5 £xc6, doubled pawns are 
inflicted which limit Black’s possibilities 
for counterplay (see section 16). The idea 
behind 2 ... g6 is that after 3 ©13 £g7 the 
move 4 £b5 is clearly pointless, White 
could of course play 4 ©c3 ©c6 and now 
5 £b5, but then 5 ... ©d4 isn't bad (see 
section 17). 

But after 2 ... g6 White can play 3 d4 
when there are transpositional 
possibilities into the Pirc (3 ... £g7 4 d5 
d6 5 ©f3 ©f66 ©c3). Modern (game 41) 
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43h5 1:0 


or even King’s Indian (3 ... Ag7 4 d5 d6 5 
c4) Defences. Game 42 shows the* 
independent possibility of 3 ... cd. 

By playing 3 430 Ag7 and noweither4 
d3 or 4 c3 White can adopt the closed 
formations considered in the next 
section. 4 g3 is also possible but Black 
then has 4 ,..d5 (game 43). Black's loss 
was due to an excess of ambition rather 
than his opening. 

Game 41 

□ Hodgson Watson ■ 

Brighton 1983 

1 e4 c5 2 14 g6 3 d4 Ag7 4 d5 d6 [4 ... a6!? 
was ‘ played in Westcrinen-Jacobscn, 
Esbjcrg 1983. Play continued 5 d6!? (5 c4 
b5!) ed 6 Wxd6 We7 7 Wxe7+ 43xc7 8 
4)c3 d6 9 Ae3 43bc6 10 0-0-0 Ad4 with 
quite reasonable chances for Black] 5 
43c3 [The immediate 5 Ab5+ is not so 
dangerous as Black can reply 5 ... 43d7. 
Wcstcrinen-Forintos. Esbjerg 1983 
continued 6 a4 a6 7 Ac4 43gf6 8 43c3 0-0 
9 <5313 43 b6 10 Ae2 Ag4 110-0 AxO 12 
Axf3 <53e8 with a sound position for 
Black] <576 6 Ab5+ 43fd7 7 a4 0-0 8 430' 
476 9 0-0 e6? 10 de Axe6 11 f5 gf 12 ef 
Axf5 13 431)4 Ag4 14 Ae2 Axe2 15 43xe2 
43c6 16 43f5 Wd7 17 43tg3 



Game 42 

□ Westerinen Kristensen ■ 

Esbjerg 1982 

1 e4 c5 2 14 g6 3 d4 cd 4 Wxd4 43f6 5 e5 
0 43c6 6 Wd3 43 g4 7 h3 43H6 8 g4 Ag7 9 
430 0-0 10 Ag2 Wbb 11 43c3 d6 12 4)d5 
Wd8 13 0-0 Ae6 14 c4 Sc8 15 Ae3 de 16 fe 
f6 17 ef ef 18 43d4 Ad7 19 43xc6 Axc6 20 
Axa7 4317 21 Ad4 43e5 22 AxeS fe 23 
Bxf8+ Axis 24 2fl Ac5+ 25 *hl *g7 
26 b3 b6 27 We2 Ad4 2 8 43f6 Axg2+ 29 
Wxg2 Sc7 30 a4 Ef7 31 43c4 lxfl+ 32 
Wxfl Wh4 33 *g2 h5 34 We2 lig 35 lig 
*18 36 WOT *e7 37 Wg3 Wli6 38 g5 
Wh5 39 WO WxO+ 40 *xf3 *c6 41 Ag4 
, Ae3 42 b4 Acl 43 1)5 Aa3 44 * 0 Ac7 45 
*e3 *d7 46 *d3 *c7 47 c5 Axc5 48 a5 
Ae7 49 a6 Ad8 50 *c4 *1)8 51 *<15 Ac7 
52 *e6 1:0 

Game 43 

□ I lehden Mestel ■ 

Hastings 1983-84 

1 c4 c5 214 g63 430 Ag7 4 g3 d5 5 ed [5 e5 
; is pbemtlturc. Day-Angantysson. World 
Open 1979 continued 5 ... 16! 6 cl el 7 Ag2 
43e7 8 430 43bc6 9 0-0 and now Black 
should play 9 ... d4 with a good game] 
Wxd5 6 43e3 We6+ 7 Ae2 43e6 8 0-0 43h6 
9 b3 0-0 10 Ab2 lift 11 43a4 Ab7 12 Axg7 
*xg7 13 Ac4 Wd6 14 c3 Bad8 15 We2 
EfeR 16 Bad 4jf5 17 4d>2 43cd4 18 
We5+ f6 19 Wxd6 4ixf3 I 20 HxO 4ixd6 
21 Efe3 4sxc4 22 4)xc4 *f7 23 <13 Ac8 24 
*12 A15 25 431)2 Ed7 26 £e2 Bed8 27 
*d2li6 28h4 Eg8 29 Bfl 32d530a4 2gd8 
31 *c2 B8d7 32 a5 S5d6 33 c4 Ee6 34 
Sxe6 *xe6 35 *c3 Ah3 36 Eel F * 15 37 
4.3d! *g4 38 2e3 Ag2 39 4)12+ *75 40 
Eel h5 41 Sgl Ae6 42 abab 43 Eale5 44 
fe *xe5 45 Efl g5 46 lig fg 47 g4 AO 48 
gh g4 49 Eef+ A75 50 2c8 *g5 51 Ii6 g3 


17 ... Eae8 18 43xg7 *xg7 19 WO Ee6 20 
Ah6 i *g8 21 Wf4 i li8 22 Axl8 Wd8 23 
Wg5 Wxl8 24 Exf6 43e5 25 Exc6 fe 26 
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52 2(8 g2 53 Bxf3 gl» 54 &h3+ 1:0 


SECTION 12 

Closed lines (“Big 
Clamp” and “Antoshin”) 

The so called “Big Clamp” is a method 
of play closely related to the Closed 
Sicilian. The difference is that White's 
queen’s knight does not go to c3. 

Games 37, 38 and 39 were examples of 
the ‘Big Clamp’ not being met by a Black 
king-side fianchetto. The present section 
is devoted to games in which he does 
fianchetto. 

The line of pawns While sets up acts as 
.a kind of shock-absorber. Black finds it 
difficult to open lines in the centre or on 
the queenside. White will gradually 
increase his space advantage, normally 
on the kingside, and eventually prepare a 
breakthrough. Games 44-46 show the 
‘Big Clamp’ in action. 

Another close strategic relative is a 
kind of reversed Antoshin variation of 
the Dutch Defence. It can be 
distinguished from a Big Clamp by the 
positioning of the king’s bishop on e2 
rather than g2. 

Gairie 47 shows the similarities to the 
Classical Big Clamp’. Game 48 shows a 
difference - White does not have e4 so 
well defended which gives Black the 
possibility of an early c5-c4. All the same 
White seems to maintain a nagging space 
edge. 


Game 44 

□ Day MacLeod ■ 

Toronto 1978 

1 e4 c5 2 d3 focf> 3 g3 g6 4 Ag2 Ag7 5 f4 e6 
[5 ... d6 transposes into Korchnoi- 


Karpov, Baguio (m) 1978. The game 
continued 6 <£if3 £T6 7 0-0 0-0 8 c3 2b8 9 
Wc2 fot% 10 Ae3 foci 11 d4 cd 12 cd Ag4 
13 Bdl d5 14 e5 »d7 15 «sc3 Sfc8 16 
fTl b5 17 h3 Axf3 18 Axf3 b4 19 Ag4e6 
20 £>a4 £ia5 21 foc5 22 Ae2 fob! 23 
foxb7 2xb7 24 Sdcl ^d7 25 2c2 b3 26 
ab 2xb3 27 Wcl Sb7 28 Aa6 and White 
won the exchange and later on the game.) 


HAH A " 

■ II 11 


|Al A 
|A 


mkm I- l 


6 £)f3 €>ge7 7 c3 d5 8 *e2 b6 9 ©a3 Aa6 
10e5£ifSll Ae3 h5 12 1(2 mi 13 Bel 
AI8 14 foc2 Ae7 15 h3 Bc8 16 Wd2 *18 
17 *e2 b5 18 g4 fog! 19 b4 d4 20 cd cb 21 
foal Ab7 22 £sb3 Wd8 23 We3 a5 24 
Bhgl Sib8 25 Sxc8 Axc8 26 ©fd2 ©a6 
27 Bel a4 28 ®a5 Ad7 29 £ib7 #b6 30 
®c5 Ac6 31 £xe6+ fe 32 Bxc6 Wa7 33 
Bc8+ foe 8 34 We4 #d7 35 «c6 Wxcf, 36 
Axc6 foacl 37 f5 gf 38 gf ef39d5 *17 40 
d6 C)xd6 41 Bxh8 b3 42 ab a3 43 cd a2 44 
Ad4 Af6 45 dc Axd4 46 Ba8 1:0 


Game 45 

□ Nickoloff Braga ■ 

Student Olympiad, Mexico City 1978 
1 e4 c5 2 d3 £>c6 3 g3 g6 4 Ag2 Ag7 5 f4 e6 
6 c3 £>ge7 7 £T3 0-0 8 <53a3 Bh8 9 0-0 b5 
10 foci b4 11 d4 cd 12 cd d5 13 e5 b3 14 ab 
Bxb3 15 foei Wb6 

see following diagram 
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Game 47 


Ross ■ 



16 an a5 17 An Ad7 18 Ad3 Bb8 19 
Ac2 2b4 20 Aa4l'a721©c2 24b6 22b3 
fit! 23 Ad2 A18 24 Wcl <Sib4 25 ©xb4 
ab 26 Scl «b7 27 Axd7 Wxd7 28 g4 Bc6 
29 Sal Sc2 30 Wbl Sc7 31 Wd3 Ba7 32 
SaH #b5 33 WcS Sba8 34 ©h4 ©c6 35 
15 fb6 36 ©f3 Sal 37 Wf4 Sxn+ 38 
Sxn Ag7 39 Ae3 h6 40 h4 Htb5 41 h5 gf 
42 gf ef 43 mtS ©d8 44 Bf2 Sal+ 45 
<&g2 ecb 46 ©h2 Wc6 47 Wf3 Sbl 48 
Sa2 Web 49 ©g4 2xb3 50 ©f6+ *f8 51 
Ad2 Wc4 52 Sa8 Axf6 53ef'4>e8 54'i'g4 
Wc6 55 W/gS+ *d7 56 '»xd8+ 4?e6 57 
We7+ 1:0 


Game 46 

□ Makarichev Dolmatov ■ 

USSR Ch 1979 

1 e4 c5 2 g3 ©c6 3 Ag2 g6 4 d3 Ag7 5 f4 d6 
6 4£jf3 e6 7 0-0 ©ge7 8 c3 0-0 9 Ac3 b6 10 
Af2 W 11 Sel h6 12d4cd 13cd Ab7J4 
©c3 &h7 15 h4 Sac8 16 Ah3 f5 17 h5 gh 
18 d5 ed 19 ef ©xf5 20 Sxe8 WxeS 21 
Ax(5 Sxf5 22 Wc2 Ac8 23 Sel Wd7 24 
©h4 *g8 25 ©xf5 Wxf5 26 Wxf5 Axf5 
27 ©xd5 *f7 28 Scl Ad7 29 b3 Ab2 30 
Sc2 A16 31 1)4 Ad8 32 b5 ©a5 33 a4 Af5 
34 2c3 ©b7 35 ©b4 ©c5 36 ©c6 Af6 37 
Ad4©xa4 38 Sa3 Ac2 39 Axf6 *xf6 40 
©b4 Adi 41 ©d5+ 1:0 


□ Day 

Toronto 1979 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 g6 3 d3 Ag7 4 c3 ©c6 5 Ae3 d6 
6 Ae2 Sb8 7 a4 a6 8 ©13 ©f6 9 ©bd2 0-0 
10 h3 b5 11 ab ab 12 d4 cd 13 ed d5 14 e5 
i^e8 15 g4 ©c7 16 ©b3 f6 17 Scl 2b6 18 
0-0 f5 19 ©el e6 20 Sf2 H(7 21 ©d3 Af8 
22 Afl ©a6 23 Sfc2 ©a7 24 Ad2 1*4 25 
«cl II 1)8 26 Wg3 Sg7 27 ©el Wb6 28 
Wd3 Ab7 29 Sal ©c7 30 Ae3 ©cb5 31 
Af2 Hc8 32 Sa5 2c4 33 Sal Sgc7 34 
&h2 Sxc2 35 ©xc2 ©c3 36 Ah4 Sc8 37 
gf ef 38 be Bxc3 39 Wei Sxb3 40 c6 Sb2 
41 e7 Axe7 42 Axe7 b3 43 Ac5 Wc6 44 
Ag2 Sxc2 45 Wei Sxc5 46 dc ©b5 47 
^d8+ &f7 48 Sel 1:0 

Game 48 

□ Antoshin Gorelov ■ 

Moscow Ch 1984 

1 e4 c5 .2 f4 g6 [Antoshin-Georgadze, 
Nikolaev 1983 went 2 ... ©c6 3 ©f3 g6 4 
d3 Ag7 5c3 ©166 Ae20-0 7 0-0c48e5 cd 
9 Axd.3.©e8 10 We2 d6 11 h3 ©c7 12 
Bdl Ad7' 13 ©a3 with White having a 
slight space advantage.) 3 ©f3 Ag7 4 c3 
©16 5 d3d6 6 #c2 0-0 7 Ac2 b6 8 0-0 Ab7 
9 15 c4 


Hi m . m iif 

i iii 

A i 41 

m w% . 

A A 

A k q 
A A W sS A ‘ 


10 fg hg 11 ©g5 cd 12 Axd3 ©bd7 13 Wfl 
Wc8 14 Wh4 Sd8 15 ©a3 ©18 16 Ae3 
'H , g4 17 #rc ©8h7 18 h3 Wc8 19 ©xh7 
&xh7 20 ©b5 *g8 21 a4 Sf8 22 Wh4 
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'§'<17 23 ®d4 Wcl 24 a5 ba 25 £if5 gr 26 
2xf5 &e8 27e5'i'c628 2g5f5 29ef Exf6 
30 Eaxa5 *f8 31 Eaf5 Ed8 32 »h7 £a8 
33 Ad4 d5 34 2xg7 ®xg7 35 Wi8+ *f7 
36 2xf6+ ef 37 WxdS £se6 38 Wb8 a6 39 
*h2 £b7 40 Wg3 £>xd4 41 cd Wb6 42 
Ag6+ *18 43 Af5 *d8 44 h4 ji.c8 45 
mS 1:0 


SECTION 13 

The aggressive 5 jLc4: 
Black defends with 5... e6 
6 f5 4}ge7 


m\ 


n iii 


m^^ 


UBH 


m. 


mm § 

In mwm' 


A A 


Surprisingly, the game which did most 
to popularise tlfe plan was not a Sicilian 
Defence but an English Opening. The 
game in question is Saidy-Fischer, New 
York 1969 which went: 1 c4e5 2 £ic3 £lc6 
3 g3 f5 4 ig2 GT6 5 d3 A.c5 6e3 f4 7 ef0-0 
8 S)ge2 *e8 9 0-0 d6 10 £a4 £d4! 11 
S>xd4 ed 12 h3 h5! 13 a3 a5 14 b3 #g6 15 
£ib2 Af5 16 Wc2 £d7 17 Sel £c5 18 
J6.fl 2a6! 19 J6d2 2b6 20 £xa5 2xb3.21 
Ad2 2a8! 22 a4 2a6 23 a5 *h7 24 2edl 
b6 25 iel ba 26 £a4 2xd3! 27 £xd3 
&xd3 28 Wa2 £b4 29 Wa3 £>c2 30 Wb2 
£lxa 1 31 Exal £xa4 32 2xa4 #e4 33 
Ji.xa5 2xa5 34 2xa5 ’tlel-t- 35 *h2 
Wxa5 0:1 

Brilliant! And imagine what White can 
do with his extra tempo! 


The system based on 5 Ae4 is one of 
direct aggression. White will play f5, even 
at the cost of a pawn, and play for mate. 

The positions that arise are often hair - 
raising to say the least. Both Black and 
White need a light breakfast and nerves 
of steel. 

Black's methods-of defence can be 
divided into three categories. This section 
will deal with 5 ... e6 6 f5 £see7. Section 
14 will deal with 5 ... d6 6 0-0 <£>16 and 
section 15 with 5 ... d6 6 0-0 e6. 

After 5 ...• e6 6 f5 £sge7 White plays 7 
fe. Game 49 shows the solid 7 ... de in 
action although White seems to have 
some pressure. 

The alternative 7 ... fe leads to wild 
complications. White can choose, 
between 8 d3 and 8 0-0. The former 
allows 8 ... d5 9 Ab3 b5!? (game SO) but 
keeps the possibility of 8 d3 0-0 9 Ag5 
(game SI). This is not the case with 8 0-0 
(game 52). 

Black won all four games with 7 ... fe 
but that does not necessarily indicate 
what is happening. White had clear 
improvements in all of them. 

(Same 49 

□ Ciocaltea Liebert ■ 

Varna 1970 

I e4 c5 2 45c3 S)c6 3 l'4 g6 4 4lf3 J&g7 5 
&c4 e6 6 f5 [6 e5 is interesting when 
Ammann-Nikolaic7.uk. Biel 1976 
continued 6 ... d6 7 ed Wxdfi 8 £e4 We7 9 
0-0 £ih6 10 ftc5 Sjxe5 11 fe &xc5 12d4!7 
with a dangerous initiative for White. But 
Black can do better with 7 ... SM'6 as in 
Barle-Ribli, Bled/Portoroz 1979. Play 
continued 8 d4 cd 9 £sxd4 0-0 10 -Sixth be¬ 
ll 0-0 £>d5 12 £e4 15 13 £g5 Wxd6 with 
an interesting struggle in prospect] £sgc7 
[6 ... gf is very risky. Gik-Kimelfeld. 
USSR 1968 continued 7 U3 £gc7 8 0-0 d5 


22 





9 ed ed 10 £b3 Jie6 11 4g5 Wd7 12 4e2 
h6 and now 13 4h3 looks even more 
dangerous than Gik’s choice of 13 40.] 
7 fe de 8 0-0 0-0 9 d3 &d7 [9 ... 4a5 10 
Ab3 4xb3 11 ab <53c6 is Hodgson-Silva, 
London 1978. 12 Ae3 looks slightly 
better for White. Other possibilities are 9 
... a6 10 a4 4d4 11 4xd4 cd 12 4e2 4c6 
13 Wei 4a5 14 Aa2 &d7 15 Ad2 4c6 16 
4f4 (Gcljzinis-Eljanov, USSR 1981) and 

9 ... 4d4 10 4xd4, both of which are 
slightly in White’s favour] 10 Wei 4d4 

11 4xd4 cd 12 4e2 4c6 13 <Sid2 *h8 14 
4f4 e5 15 4e2 We716b4 4d817b5 4e6 
18 Ab4 4c5 19 c3 2ac8 20 cd ed 21 4f4 
b6 22 a4 Ae6 23 4xe6 fe 24 Wg3 e5 25 
Wg4 Abb 26 g3 £e3+ 27 * g 2 Ixfl 28 
Sxfl Sts 29 £xc5 Wxc5 30 We6 &g7 31 
2174- 2x17 32 «xl7+ &h6 33 h4 Wc8 34 
Ae6 Wc2+ 35 *h3 WI2 

Game 50 

□ Slein Liberzon ■ 

Israeli Ch 1978 

1 e4 c5 2 4c3 4c6 3 f4 g6 4 40 ig7 5 
&c4 c6 6 f5 4ge7 7 fe fe 8 d3 d5 9 &b3 b5 

10 a4 [10 4xb5 looks bad after 10 ... 
Wa5+ 11 4c.3 d4 12 0-0 dc 13 be 0-1) 14 
4g5 (Bilek-Ribli; Hungary 1969) and 
now either 14 ... 2xf!+ 15 Wxfl 4d8 or 
the immediate 14 ... 4d8. 10 a3 is the 
most solid move leading to complicated 
play after 10 ... a6 11 0-00-0 12 £.g5 c4 13 
ii.a2 de 14 4xe4 cd 15 cd Wb6. Last but 
not least White can sacrifice a piece with 
either 10 cd cd 11 4xb5 Wa5+ 12 4c3 d4 
13 0-0 dc 14 be Wxc3 15 Ebl unclear or 
10 ed ed 11 4xd5!? unclear] b4 11 4e2 
4s u5! + 

see following diagram 

12 0-0 de 13 4,g5 4xb3 14 cb Wxd3 IS 
Wei 4f5 16 4f4 Wd44- 17 &hl We5 18 
g4 4d6 19 4fxe6 j*xe6 20 1.(4 Wd5 21 



4xe6 e3+ 22 &gl Wxe6 23 lxd6 id4 

0:1 

Game 51 

□ Hebden , Speelman ■ 

British Ch 1982 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 g6 3 40 lg7 4 4c3 4c6 5 
lc4 e6 6 f5 4ge7 7 fe fe 8 d3 0-0 9 lg5 h6 
10 Ih4!?[i0 lxe7] g5 11 £.12 d5 [11 ... 
b6] 12 £.b3 g4 [12 ... 4d4 was played in 
Knezevic-Smejkal, Smedercvska 
Palanka 1971. Play proceeded 13 £.xd4 
cd 14 4e2 Wb6 15 0-0 de 16 4d2 SxfU- 
17 Wxfl c3 1.8 4c4 4d5 19 h4 gh 20 4(4 
IdJ 21 4xd5 ed 22 lxd5+ £.e6 23 W15 
£.xd5 24 Wxd5+ &H8 25 4 d6 S18. 
White's attack fell short and he lost, but 
only by a whisker. 113 4d2 c4 I4dcd4 15 
4a4 2x12 16 <&xf2 Wa5 17 211 ld7 18 
<&gl 4e5 19 c3 £.xa4?! [Speelman gives 
19 ... d3 unclear] 20 cd 4d3 21 Wg4 [?? 
according to Speelman who gives 21 
!xa4] Wxd2 22 Wxe6+ &h8 23 £xa4 
Wxb2 24 2adl Wxd4f 25 *hl 4e6 26 
2d2 Wc3 27 i.xc6 Wxd2 0:1 

□ W. Watson Johansen ■ 

British Ch 1982 

I e4 c5 2 14 go 3 40 lg7 4 4c3 4e6 5 
lc4 c6 6 15 4ge7 7 fe fc 8 0-0 0-0 9 d3 d5 
10 £.b3 d4 [Howcll-Horvath, Groningen 
1983-84 went 10... 4a5 11 ed 4xb3 12 ab 
ed 13 lg5 d4 14 Wei EcH 15 4e4 when 
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White was clearly better.] II £ja4 b5 12 
&xc5 Wd6 13 &g5 Wxc5 14 2xf8+ £xf8 
15 Wfl ©e5 16 ®xh7 &7c6 17 ®f6+ 
&g7 18 £>e8+ 4?h7 19 £T6+ *g7 20 
&e8+ &h7 


f amm* 



21 WO Ae7 22 Wf4 g5 23 'B'gS ®d8 24 
&d2 Ad7 25 AM £)df7 26 Axe5 'tfxeS 27 
fcc7 #xg3 28 hg Bc8 29 &xe6 ®e5 30 
2fl Axe6 31 Axe6 2xc232 Bf5 Bcl+33 
*f2 ® xd3+ 34 &e2 ®c5 35 Ad5 d3+ 36 
*d2 2c2+ 37 <&dl £a4 0:1 


SECTION 14 

The aggressive 5 ji.c4: 
Black defends with 5... d6 
6 0-0 &f6 



Against this method of defence White 
will again adopt the plan of d3, Wei, Wh4 
and f5. But what is crucial is the order in 


which these moves are played. 

In game 53 White adopts the 
conservative method of playing 7 d3, 8 
#61 and only later f5. This is solid 
enough but Black can take the steam out 
of the attack with a timely ... e6. 

The critical line is the immediate 7 f5 
which led to a powerful attack in game 
54. Black can also try 7 ... e6 transposing 
into game 55 (next section). 


Game 53 

□ Vorotnikov Shashin ■ 

USSR 1972 

1 e4 c5 2 c3 d6 3 f4 g6 4 £sf3 Ag7 5 Ac4 
£>c6 6 0-0 ®f6 7 d3 [The immediate 7 
'B'el was tried in Dorfman-Polugaevsky, 
USSR Ch 1976. Play continued 7 ... 0-0 8 
T5 e6! 9 fe fe 10 e5! de 11 d3 Qd4 12 Ab3 
®d5 13 &xd4 2xfl+ 14 Wxfl ed 15 «3e4 
b6 16Ag5Wd7 17 Ah6We7 18 Ag5 »d7 
W-Vil 0-0 [7 ... a6 8 'H'cl transposes into 
Rumens-Ginsbcrg, London 1981. White 
won quickly after 8 ... £id49 Ab3c6 10 f"5 
Wc7 11 fe Axc6 12 <5\xd4 cd 13 4de2 4fd7 
14 W2 £fc5 15 «lxd4 ©g4 16 ©xe6 «ixf2 
17 ®xg7+ &d7 18 1x12 Haf8 19 Ad2 
&c8 20 Safi 1:0] 8 'S'el ®d4 [Rumens- 
Roberts, London 1977 went 8 ... a6 9'H'h4 
£)d4 10 f5 ©xl3+ 11 SxO b5 12 Ab3 gf 
13 Ag5 fe 14 &xe4 <?}xc4 15 Axe7 Ad4+ 
16 <&hi AT6 17 Sxf6’i'xe7 18 Sg6+and 
White won. The best defence is 8 ... e6! 9 
>&h4 d5] 9 Ab3 «lxb3 10 ab Ad7 11 f5 gf 
12 «'h4 re 13 £>g5 h6 14 £lgxe4 Qxe4 15 
®xe4 &h7 16 1(3 f6 17 £>g3 f5 18 ig5 
Bf6 19 Axf6 Axf6 20 Wh5 c6 21 «T7+ 
&h8 22 lei Ad4+ 23 si fl Ae5 24 Sxc5 
de 25 ®h5 «g5 26 4)f6 tcl+ 27 &f2 
fd2+ 28 igl #cl+ 29 2fl Wc3+ 30 
&hl 1:0 
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□ Hodgsoi 


Game 54 


Num: 3 


London 1978 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 £>c6 3 4if3 g6 4 (&c3 Ag7 5 
Ac4 d6 6 0-0 4if6 7 f5 0-0 8 d3 gf 9 Wei fe 
[After 9 ... 4la5 White can choose 
between 10 Wh4 4sxc4 11 dc fe 12 43g5 
and 10 itd5 fe (10 ... e6? 11 Ag5!) 11 «ig5 
e6 12 2xf6 Wxf6 13 A.xe4 (Bellon- 
Merino, Orense 1974) with a powerful 
attack in either case. 9 ... 4)d4 10 £b3 
£.d7 11 Wh4 4ixb3 12 ab 4ie8 13 £)g5 is 
Balashov-Tseitlin, USSR 1969] 10 de 
£.g4 11 #04 £.xf3 12 2xf3 43e5 13 2h3 
©g6 [13 ... 4ixc4? 14 4>d5!] 14 Wg3 Wd7 
15 4id5 ©xd5 16 £.xd5 e6 17 £.b3 d5 18 
WO c4 19 £.a4! 



22 £Ji6 £.xh6 23 Bxh6 Sd7 24 SH *e8 
25 Wg8+ ®f8 26 2xe6+ *d8 27 Wxf8+ 
*c7 28 Wc5+ *d8 29 2h6 1:0 


SECTION 15 

The aggressive 5 jtc4: 
black defends with 5... d6 
6 0-0 e6 


A AAA 

mm m m 


d m 


IAS 


After 5 ... d6 6 0-0 e6 White, usually 
sacrifices a pawn with 7 f5. But he can 
wait a white with 7 Wei and Black can 
decline with 7 ... a6or 7 ... <hf6(game55). 

Black usually accepts the pawn with 7 
... if 8 d3 43ge7 when White plays the 
(hematic 9 Wei. The reply 9 ... a6 was 
tried in game 56 and 9 ... 43e5 and the 
suicidal 9 ... 0-0 are incorporated in the 
notes. 

The main line is9 ... h6 (game57) when 
White does best to play quietly with 10 
Wei. 10 *hl or 10 Jld2 rather than jump 
straight ijn with 10 ef. 

' - Game 55 

□ Uueball Parma ■ 

Berlin 1971 

1 e4 d6 2 f4 c5 3 ®f3 £ic6 4 43c3 g6 5 &c4 
A.g7 6 0-0 e6 7 15 [Rumens has shown a 
preference for 7 Wei 4ige7 8 Wh4. 
Rumens-Rooney, Thanet 1978 went 8 ... 
4id4 9 4)xd4cd 10£>e20-0 11 f5!efl2d3 
4)c6 13 Ag5 Wc7 14 Gf4 (tie5 15 4id5 
Wa5 16 b4 Wa3 17 £36 £.e6 18 Wh6 1:0. 
Rumens-Whitelev, Nottingham 1978 
went 8 ... a6 9 d3 b5 10 £.b3 4>a5 11 15 gf 
12 £.g5 Wc7 13 2ael ©xb3 14 ab b4 15 
4kl5 ©xd5 16 cd e5 17 £36 *18 18 
£.xg7+ *xg7 19 Wg5+ *18 20 Wh6+ 
*c7 and now 21 Wg7 Wd8 22 4ixe5 de 23 
2xe5+ would have won] 4if6 [Another 
solid move is 7 ... a6. Bisguier-Beilon, 
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Palma de Mallorca 1971 continued 8 fefe 
9 d3 b5 (9 ... 5ld4?l 10 &g5! as in Pribyl- 
Sursock, Vrnjacka Banja 1972, is 
dangerous) 10 £Lb3 £f6 11 a4 b4 12 5)e2 
0-0J 8 d3 0-0 9 Tg Tg 10 Wei «3d4 11 £>xd4 
cd 12 &e2 d5 13 ed ed 14 £b3 Wb6 15 
Ag5 Ae6 16 &f4 4f7 



17 Axf6 £xf6 18 £xd5 Wd6 19 &xl7+ 

' 2x17 20 We4 £ g 5 21 ©d5 2d7 22 c4 dc23 
£sxc3 Wd4+ 24 Wxd4 

Game 56 

□ I lodgson Shamkovich ■ 

Brighton 1982 

1 c4 c5 2 14 ®c6 3 &13 d6 4 ©c3 g6 5 £c4 
Ag7 6 0-0 e6 7 f5 ef [7 ... gf 8 d3 ©ge7 is 
too risky. Bohosjan-L. Popov, Bulgaria 
1971 went 9 £)g5! h6 10 «Sxf7 *xf7 11 ef 
with a strong attack] 8 d3 £ige7 [8 ... ©f6 
was played in Timman-Baljan, Dutch Ch 
1978. After 9 Wei 0-0 10 Wh4 £>d4 II 
Ag5 Ae6 12 £ixd4 cd 13 ef! dc 14 fed5? 
15 e7! Wxe7 16 £b3 cb 17 2ael White 
was winningj 9 Wei a6 [Another 
possibility is 9 ... 53e5 which White 
should meet with either 10 £>xe5 de II 
£g5 (Ghizdavu) or 10 ±g5 h6 11 £lxe5 
Axe5 12 Ab5+ unclear (Ammann- 
Barcza, Basel 1971). 9 ... 0-0 on the other 
hand proved disastrous in Tarjan- 
Rattinger, Mayaguez 1971 which went 10 
Wh4 Wd7 11 JLh6fe 12©g5Wg4I3 2x17 
Wxh4 14 2xg7+ *h8 15 2xh7 mate 1:0] 


10 ef &xf5 11 £> g 5 5ie5 12 g 4 &x g 4 13 
<51x17 Wd7 14 «3xe5 Axe5 15 A17+ *d8 
16 & g 5 h6 17 Axe7+ Wxe7 18 £)d5 
&d4+ 19 *hl Wxel 20 Baxel Ad7 21 c3 
Ag7 22 £x g 6 Ac6 23 &e4 Se8 24 £)b6 
2b8 25 2D d5 26 2x g 7 de 27 de Effl 28 
2dl+ *e8 29 2d6 2f7 30 2x(7 £.xe4+ 
31 *gi *x!7 32 2xh6 2d8 33 *12 ig6 
34 *el 2e8+ 35 *d2 2d8+ 36 *el 
2e8+ 37 *d2 2d8+ 38 *el 'fcVi 

Game 57 

□ Hodgson Malifaustas ■ 

Leningrad 1983 

1 e4 c5 2 4>c3 ©c6 3 f4 g6 4 €>f3 Ag7 5 
j&.c4 d6 6 d3 e6 7 f5 ef8 0-0 ©ge79 Wei [9 
a3 h6 10 Wei (Chiburdanidze- 
Alexandria, Women’s World Ch, 
Borgoni 1981) looks too slow. 10 ... ©e5 
looks like a good move when ideas based 
on £g5 (after 9 Wei £)c5 10 Ag5 might 
be the best) are no longer possible] h6 



10 Wg3 [The strongest possibility is 10 ef 
jLxf5 11 g4 but this was supposedly 
refuted by 11 ... ilc8! 12 <5jg5!? hg 13 
Axf7+ *d7 14 £xg5 i.d4+! 15 *g2 
&e 5 16 h3 (or 16h4Wb6 I7£b3Wb4! 18 
Wdl 2h7 —+ as in Ammann-Tatai, 
Basel 1971) Wb6 17 £b3 2h7 when 
White doesn't have enough for his 
sacrificed piece (Ammann-Hartoch, 
Basel 1971). Strangely enough a game 
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Peresypkin-Kravchenko, USSR 1979 
went 10 ef ±xf5 11 g4 A.xg4? 12 A.xl74- 
&xf7 13 <£se5+ *g8 14 ‘Ei-xg4 with good 
attacking chances for White.Had the 
earlier games with 11 ... jLc8! been 
forgotten or does White have something 
better? Besides 10 ’@ r g3 and 10 ef White 
has tried two other moves. 10<4?hl!? Ae6 
11 ef Axf5 12 £>h4 0-0 13 £id5 Ac8 14 
Wg3 ®xd5 15 Axd5£>e7 16&b3d5 17c3 
i.e6 18 £d2 Wb6 19 Sael (Ermenkov- 
Kuligowski, Warsaw 1979) and 10 itd2 
Ae6 11 ef &xf5 12 g4 Axg4 13 Axf7+ 
d?xf7 14 fce5+ $g8 15 &xg4 #d7 16 
Wgl £se5 17 h3 <£>xg4 18 hg h5 19 gh 
2xh5 20 53e4 (Sznapik-Kuligowski, 
Warsaw 1978] ®e5 11 «3xe5 Axe5 12 
±f4 ±xf4 13 Ixf4 g5 14 2xf5 £sxf5 15ef 
0-0 16 SO Wf6 17 53e4 UTeS 18 m3 *g7 
19f6+ &h7 20 m5 £e6 21 Axe6fe22f7 
«d4+ 23 &hl *g7 24 <53f6 *h4 25 
Qe8+ &h7 26 Wei e5 27 g4 d5 28 Wxe5 
SaxcS 29 Wf5+ 1:0 


SECTION 16 

The positional jtb5: 
Black’s pawns are doubled 



After either 2 f4 &c6 3 &f3 g6 or 2 f4 
g6 3 £if3 &g7 4 £sc3 £>c6 White can play 
the positionally motivated jtb5. White 
intends to exchange his bishop on c6 and 
then put his pawns on the White squares 
d3 and e4, a strategy reminiscent of the 
Nimzo-lndian Defence. Later on White 
may start a typical 2 f4 Sicilian Attack 
with 'B'el. ’B'h4, f5, jfch6 and «3g5 etc. 

The timing of !.b5 is vital. After 2 f4 
«3c6 3 g6 4 ac3 Ag7 5 £.b5 Black. 
can play 5 ... £sd4! which is examined in 
the next section. 

On the other hand 4 A.b5! excludes this 
possibility and 4 ... Ag7 can be met by 5 
A.xc6! When Black’s pawns are doubled 
he finds it difficult to generate 
counterplay. 

For this reason Black prefers White to 
play «Sc3 before he plays Ab5 which, as 
the reader may recall, is the idea behind 2 
... g6. 

This section deals with the doubled 
pawns which can take two forms, 
depending on whether Black recaptures 
on c6 with his b or d pawn. Games 58-60 
feature :.. bcand games 61 and 62 feature 
... dc. ' 

Black's problems stem from the lack of 
flexibility in his pawn structure. If for 
example after ... be he plays... d5 then his 
doubled pawns can become a weakness in 
their own right. Games 58 and 59 
illustrate this condition. 

Black’s best hope for counterplay after 
either ... be or ... dc is to play ... c4. Black 
realised this advance in games 60,61 and 
62 but it didn't really help him in any of 
them. 


Game 58 

□ Hebden Fcdorowicz ■ 

Lewisham 1981 

1 e4 c5 2 f4. £}c6 3 £>f3 g6 4 Ab5 Ag7 5 
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Game 60 


£xc6 be 6 d3 d6 7 55e3 5ih6 [Kurajica- 
Andersson, Wijk aan Zee 1976 went 7 ... 
2b8 8 0-0 f5 9 e5 55h6 10 ed?! (10 Wei!) 
Wxd6 11 *hl 0-0 12 We2 55f7 13 Eel 
2e8 14 the 5 £a6 15 b3 when Black 
conjured up complications with 15 ... 
55xe5 16 fe Wd4 17 £b2 c4!] 8 0-0 f5 9 
Wei 0-0 10 e5 Wc7 11 Wg3 2b8 12 2el 
5317 13 b3 5)d8 14 5la4 <?3e6 15 £b2d5 16 
c4 Sd8 17 2adl £a6 18 £cl Wa5 19 £d2 
Wc7 20 Wf2d4 21 Wh4 £!8 22h3Wd7 23 
£a5 Sdc8 24 5}g5 1:0 


Game 59 

□ Bisguier Peretz ■ 

Netanya 1971 

Ie4c5 214 53c63 5)f3g64£b5 £ g 7 50-0 
5)f6 6 5)c3 0-0 7 £xc6 be 8 d3 Eb8 9 Wei 
d6 10b3 £a6 11 £d2e6 12 Edl 5)e813e5 
d5 14 5)a4 We7 15 c4 5)c7 16 £e3 d4 17 
£cl £b7 18 £a3 5)a6 



19 Wa5 5)b4 20 Wxc5 Wxc5 21 5)xc5 
55c2 22 fixb7 53xa3 23 53c5 Efd8 24 Ed2 
£18 25 53e4 a5 26 g4 a4 27 ba 5)bl 28 
2df2 53c3 29 5316+ &g7 30 15 er 31 gf 
£«:7 32 fg hg 33 53g5 2bl 34 2xbl 53xbl 
35 ft fed 118 36 2b2 53c3 37 2b7 £xgi 
38 53xg5 <&g8 39 a5 2a8 40 53x17 53e2+ 
41 *fl 5514 42 53H6+ <&>h8 43 53g4 &g8 
44 5516+ \2?18 4 5 53 d7+*e8 46 2b8+l:0 


D Watson Shamkovieh ■ 

Brighton 1982 

I e4 c5 214 55c6 3 5513 g6 4 £b5 £g7 5 0-0 
[5 £xc6!] 5516 [5 ... Wb6!? 6 c4 55d4 7 
55xd4 £xd4+ 8 &hl 15!? 9 e5?! (9 d3 

unclear) <&17! (with the idea of 10 ... d6) 
10 We2 Wa5 11 213 a6 12 2a3 Wc7 13 
55c3 d6 14 55d5 Wd8 15 £a4 e6 16 55e3 
de 17 de Wc7 won for Black in Bisguier- 
Tatai, Palma de Mallorca 1971.] 6 d3 0-0 
7 £xc6 be 8 55c3 d6 9 £d2 c4 10 d4 Wb6 

II 2bl e5 12 fe de 13 55a4 Wc7 14 55xe5 
55xe4 15 A14 Wd6 16 55c3 £15 17 g4 
55xc3 18 be £e4 19 53x17 Wd5 20 53h6+ 
&h8 21 £e5 213 22 2x13 £xO 23 Wei c5 
24 g5 2e8 25 Bb8 1:0 


Game 61 

□ Hcbdcn Large ■ 

British Ch, Torquay 1982 
1 e4 c5 2 14 55c6 3 5513 g6 4 £b5 £g7 5 
£xc6 de 6 d3 5516 7 55c3 0-0 8 0-0 b6 9 
Wei 55e8 10 Wh4 53d6 11 f5 gf 12 e5 55c8 
13 £h6 16 14 &hl £xh6 15 Wxh6 55 g7 16 
Sael £e6 17 55e2 c4 18 53f4 cd 19 cd 
£xa2 



2xe6 2(7 24 2fel Wd7 25 53h4 Se8 26 
55x15 Wxd3 27 53d6 1:0 
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Game 62 


□ Larsen Perez ■ 

Amsterdam Interzonal 1964 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 e6 3 <530 ©c6 4 Ab5 g6? 5 
Jlxc6 dc 6 d3 Ag7 7 0-0 ©e7 8 ©c3 0-0 9 
Wei b6 10 a4 Jfa6 11 Wh4 [11 b3!] Wd7 
12 Ae3 c4 13dcc5 14 ©c5 Wb715 HO f6 
16 Hh3 fe [16 ... h6! unclear] 17 Wxh7+ 
18 15 ef 19 Ah6 Hg8 20 er ©xf5 21 
an Axc4 22 Hg3 Axfl 23Wxg6+ *e7? 
[23 ... *f8] 24 Ag5+ *f8 25 Wxl5+ Wr7 
26 We4 Hc8 27 HD Ac4 28 Wxc4 WxO 
29 gf 1:0 

SECTION 17 

5 Jlb5 &d4: 
the main line 



The position obtained after the moves 
1 e4 c5 2 f4 ©c6 3 ©0 g6 4 ©c3 Ag7 5 
Ab5 ©d4 is one of the most important 
lines of the f4 Sicilian. But because of the 
superior 4 Ab5! Ag7 5 Axc6 it is usually 
arrived at via 2 ©c3 ©c6 3 f4 g6 4 ©13 
Ag7 5 Ab5 ©d4 or 2 ... g6 3 ©O Ag7 4 
©c3 ©c6 5 Ab5 ©d4. 

After the obvious 6 ©xd4 (game 64) 
White has to play accurately even to 
maintain equality. 6 a4 is rather better 
but still nothing special if Black defends 
as accurately as he did in game 65. 


White’s only try for the advantage is 6 
0-0. Black can then choose between 6 ... 
©xb5 (game 65) and 6 ... a6 (game 66) 
both of which offer reasonable prospects. 

Game 63 

□ Dzindzhihashvili Tal ■ 

Gori 1968 

1 e4 c5 2 ©c3 ©c6 3 f4 g6 4 ©f3 Ag7 5 
Ab5 ©d4 6 ©xd4 cd 7 ©e2 Wb6 8 Ad3 [8 
Ac4d69d3 ©f6 100-00-0 11 &hl e6 12 
Ab3 Ad7 was fine for Black in Padevski- 
Benko, Siegen (01) 1970] ©F6! [More 
natural than theory’s8 ... d6J9a4[If90-0 
then 9 ... ©xe4! Relatively best is 9 c3 dc 
10 dc 0-0] 0-0 10 a5 Wc7 11 0-0 e5! 12 fe 
WxeS 13 c3 ©g4 



14 Hf4 dc 15 dc Wc5+ 16 *hl ©12+ 17 
Hxf2 Wx(2 18 Af4 <16 19 Axd6 Hd8 20 
Ac7 Ag4 21 Axd8 Ixd8 22 Wc2 jS.eS 23 
©g3 We3 24 Ac4 Axg3 25 hg Hd2 26 
Wa4 Ml 27 Axf7+ 0:1 

Game 64 

□ llebden W. Watson ■ 

London 1982 

1 e4 c5 2 f4 g6 3 ©f3 Ag7 4 ©c3 ©c6 5 
Ab5 ©d4 6 a4 [The retrograde 6 Ad3 
gives a tempo down version of 6 0-0 a6 7 
Ad3, also pretty poor for White. 
Basman-Adorjan. London 1975 went 6 ... 
d6 7 ©xd4 cd 8 ©e2 ©f6 9 0-0 0-0 10 c3 
e5! 11 cd ed 12 b3 Se8 13 ©g3 h5! with a 
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dangerous initiative for Black] e6 7 eS a6 
8 &c4 (15 9 ed Wxd6 10 d3 4le7 II 4ie4 
Wc7 12 c3 ®xD+ 13 Wxf3 0-0 14 Wf2 b6 
15 0-0 Ab7 16 Wh4 4sf5 17 4)f6+ Axf6 18 
Wxf6 Wc6 19 212 Sad8 20 £d2 b5 21 ab. 
ab 22 &b3 c4 23 Ac2 cd 24 ib3 4id6 25 
Bel 4)c4 26 &xc4 be 27 2e5 Ha8 28 Bel 
2a5 29 Jte3 Sf5 30Wh4f6 3I 2ale5 32 
fe fe 33 2d2 ^d5.34 h3 Wf7 35 &h2 2a8 
36 2xa8+ ±xa8 37 £h6 *h8 38 Wd8+ 
Wg8 39 #67 Wf7 40 Wd8+ Wg8 41 Wc7 
#17 42 fd6 We8 43 Wc7 WI7 44 Wb8+ 
Wg8 45 Wb6 Jl.d5 46 2f2 2xf2 47 Wxf2 
Wd8 48 Wa7 Wf6 49 Wb8+ £g8 50 Ae3 
*g7 51 *gl h6 52 Wc7+ Af753 h4 Wf5 
•54 td8 Ag8 55 We7+ 1.17 56 Wd8 lg8 
57 We7+ Vi-.'A 

Game 65 

□ Plaskett Schmidt ■ 

Trnava 1984 

1 e4 c5 2 14 g6 3 4sf3 Ag7 4 4lc3 4>c6 5 
!b5 4ld4 6 0-0 4sxb5 7 4lxb5 d6 8 d3 
[Direct but not necessarily best. 8 a4 a69 
©c3 406 10 Wei 0-0 is Hcbdcn-Ftacnik, 
Hastings 1983-84 when 11 a5! would 
have given White a slight edge according 
to Ftainik] 4if6 [Lein-Shamkovich, New 
York 1983 showed that 8 ... 4lh6 is a 
good alternative plan. Play continued 
with 9 Sbl a6 10 4>c3 f5 11 Wc2 0-0 12 
id2 ld7 13 e5 de 14 4sxc5 4sf7 with at 
least equality for Black. 8 ... a6 9 4ic3 b5 
transposes into Bisguier-Feuerstein, 
USA Ch 1972 in which White maintained 
a slight advantage after 10 Wei lb7 11 
!d2 b4 12 4)dl a5 13 Sbl! 8 ...a6 9 4ic3 
4lf6 brought a quick win for White in 
Crawley-Large. London 1984 after 10 
Wei 0-0 11 f5 gf? 12 Wh4 b5 13 ihfi 
ixh6 14Wxh6b4 154lg5 be 16 Sflcb 17 
Sbl *h8 18 Hg3 £d7 19 4)xh7 4ixh7 20 
Wg7 mate 1:0] 9 e5!7 de 10 fe 4>d5 11 Wei 
0-0 12 Wh4 Wd7 13 4)c3 4fb4 14 4)e4 


4ixc2 15 £.06 f6 16 Sacl 4)d4 17 &xgl 
&xg7 18 2xc5 4>e6 19 2c4 b6 20 ef + cr 
21 4id4 4)xd4 22 4ixf6 4fe2L 23 &hl h6 
24 2e4 4b7 25 Sxe2 Wd6 26 2ef2 Wxd3 
27 4>h5+ &g8 28 4ff6+ *g7 29 4ih5F 
&g8 30 4T4 We4 31 Wxh6 Sad8 32 *gl 
2f6 33 4ih5 217 34 4ig3 Wc6 1:0 (time) 

Game 66 

□ llebden Spraggctt ■ 

New York 1983 

1 e4 c5 2 14 g6 3 4)f3 Ag7 4 4fc3 4>c6 5 
&b5 4id4 6 04) a6 [6 ... e6 7 4fxd4 cd 8 
4ie2 4)e7 9 d3 0-0 10 jLa4 d6 11 *h I a6 
12 £d2 b5 13 &b3 Ab7 14 a4 gave White 
a slight edge in Short-Georgadze, Lvov 
1984] 7 Ac2(!) [7 Ad3 d6 8 4lxd4 cd 9 
4>e2 4lf6 10 Wei?! (10 c3) 0-0 11 Wf2 e5! 

12 c3 d5! 13 ed e4 was tremendous for 
Black in Sultnan-Gheorghiu, Atlanta 
1980. In Plaskctt-Ftacnik, Trnava 1984 
White varied with 8 b3 Ag4 9 &e2. But 
Ftacnik claims an edge for Black with 9 
... j&xll 10 jStxf’3 e6 and 4lc7]d6 8 a4 e6 9 
d3 4>e7 10 id2 0-0 11 *hl h6 12 4)xd4cd 

13 4ia2 4lc6 14 4ib4 &b7 15 4ixc6 Axc6 
16 a5 b5 



17 iiY3 Sc8 18 We2 Wd7 19 £b4 Sfe8 20 
Bael f5 21 Wf2fe22de ib7 23I)3 *h8 24 
£g4 Sf8 25 Wd2 SI7 26 £a3 Sc(8 27 
g5 28 f5 ef 29 ef At>5 30 £b2 h5 31 
£xh5 Bxf5 32 Sxf5 Wxl‘5 33 Axd4 &h7 
34 Axe5 de 35 h3 e4 36 Wd4 Wf6 37 Wxf6 
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Bxf6 38 Sri *g7 39 Bxf6 *xf6 40 *f2 
e3+ 41 '4’xe3 A.xg2 42 Jig4 b4 43 &d4 
in 44 &c5 4?e5 45 *xb4 1:0 

SECTION 18 

Miscellaneous Variations 

This final section deals with an 
assortment of lines which were difficult 
to put in anywhere else. 

In game 67 Black meets the lb5 plan 
with ... d6 and ... !d7. White missed a 
chance to inflict doubled pawns on move 
6 but Black could have got to the same 
position with something like 1 e4 c5 2 f4 
d6 3 530 53c6 4 !b5 id7 5 53c3 g6 60-0 
id7 and avoided this possibility. 

Game 68 shows a delayed ... 53c6 by 
Black before which White played !b5+ 
and exchanged on d6. As with game 67 
Black seems to be able to maintain 
reasonable prospects with accurate play. 

In game 69 Black prevents ib5 
altogether with 3 ... a6. But White then 
reverted to a Closed Sicilian where ... a6 
is not the best idea for Black. 

Finally game 70 shows an unusual - 
possibility favoured by Romanishin. 
Black managed to draw the ending but 
only by the skin of his teeth. 

Game 67 

□ Miles Suttles ■ 

Surakarta 1982 

1 e4 g6 2 f4 &g7 3 5)D c5 4 53e3 53c6 5 
Ab5 d6 6 0-0 [6 A.xc6+1] I.d7 7 d3 a6 
[Ideas based on ... 53d4 seem playable. 
Plaskett-Stohl, Trnava 1984 went 7 ... 
5316 8 Wei (8 Axc6 ±xc6 9 Wel*e6 10 f5 
Wb6 11 fe fe 12 e5 was about equal in 
Smyslov-Poiugaevsky, USSR Ch 1972) 
53d4 9 e5?f 53xb5 10 ef &xf6 11 53d5 e6 
12 f5 g5 13 c4 53d4 14 53xd4 Ji.xd4+ 15 
£.e3 ii.e5 16 l.xc5 0-0 with a mess which 


resolved itself in Black’s favour, Hort-de 
Firmian, Oslo 1984 went 7 ... 53d4 8 
&xd7+ Wxd7 9 JLe3 53h6 10 *h! f5 11 
Wd2 53x0 12 SxO 0-0 with a sound 
position for Black.] 8 ±xc6 jfxc6 9 Wei 
53f6 10 a4 b6 11 Wh4 h6 [Very risky is ! I 
... 0-0 which transposes into Hebden- 
Britton, Ramsgate 1982. Play continued 
12 f5 b5 13 Ah6 53h5 14 Jug7 *xg7 15 
ab ab 16 Exa8 Axa8 17 53xb5 Wb6 18 
Wxe7 Wxb5 19 53g5 We8 20 53e6+ *g8 
21 Wxf8+ Wx(8 22 53x0 &xf8 23 g4 53g7 
24 Sal 1:0. There again not castling can 
also have its drawbacks....] 12 3kd2 e6 13 
Bael b5 14 ab abl5e5 b416 53dl «3d7 17 
Wxd8+ *xd8 18 ed £xO 19 SxO 2a2 20 
c3 b3 21 e4 &d4+ 22 Ae3 e5 23 f5 2e8 24 
&fl gf 25 Sxf5 Be6 26 2x17 2xd6 27 
lei &e8 28 20 53b6 29 £e3 &d7 30 
Axd4 ed 31 217+ *c6 32 Ie8 Sal 33 
&e2 2d 34 &el 2c2 35 2e2 2g6 36 g3 
53c8 37 530 Scl+ 38 &d2 2al 39 Bf8 
&d7 40 2e5 2bl 41 53e4 53d6 42 53f6+ 
&c6 43 2e6 ,2xb2+ 44 *cl Bc2+ 45 
&bl 1:0 

' , . ~ f/ ., Game 68 

Q Padevskv Browne ■ 

Amsterdam 1972 

1 e4 c5 2 53c3 d6 3 f4 g6 4 53f3 Ag7 5 
Ab5+ &d7 6 Axd7+ Wxd7 7 0-0 53c6 8 
d3 53f6 [8 ... e6 was played in Lukin- 
Gutman, USSR 1974. White got an edge 
with 9 £e3 53f6 10 h3 0-0 11 d4 cd 12 
53xd4 53xd4 13 Axd4 Wc6 14 Wd3 Bfd8 

15 Sadi d5 16 e5 53d7 17 We3 b5 18 Bd2 
Affi.19 g4] 9 h3 0-0 10 Ji.e3 b5 11 Wd2 b4 
12 53e2 2ab8 13 f5 c4 14 Ah6 b3 15 fg hg 

16 Axg7 &xg7 17 dc be 18 Wxc2 Wb7 19 
b3 53b4 20 Wc3 Wxe4 21 53ed4 Wd3 22 
Wei 2b7 23 Bdl We4 24 Wd2 Sbb8 25 
2del Wb726 Ws5e6 27 Wl)4 2h8 28Wg3 
Wd7 29 53g5 e5 30 53f5+ *f8 3 1 53h4 
&g7 32 2xf6 <&xf6 33 Bfl+ *g7 34 
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2x17+ ®xf7 35 43xf7 *xf7 36 «'xg6+ 
&c7 37 &f5+ *d7 38 ®'xd6+ 1:0 

Game 69 

□ Hodgson Gurevich ■ 

Brighton 1982 

i e4c5 2f4d6 3 43f3a6 4g3 43f6 5d3g6 6 
Agl Ag7 7 0-0 0-0 [7 ... e5?f 8 4+3 43ge7 
9 f5! gf 10 43g5 h6 11 43x17! <2?xf7 12 
'B , h5+ &g8 13 ef gave White a strong 
attack in Ruxton-Bagnall, corr. 1979.] 
8 43c3 43c6 9 h3 43 d4 10 Ac3 43d7 11 g4 
b5 12 mi 43x13+ 13 Axf3 b4 14 4ldl 
Ab7 15 g5 15 16 gf ef 17 (5 43e5 18 Ag2 
Sc8 19 c4 2c7 20 *hl gf 21 Ixf5 Ac8 22 
2(1 f5 23 Ag5 WeS 24 43e3 h6 25 Af4 fe 
26 de 2el7 27 43r5 43xc4 28 Wcl Axl5 29 
ef 43e5 30 Ad5 &h7 31 Axi7 «c6+ 32 
&h2 2xf7 33 f6 43(3+ 34 &g3 Axf6 35 
SxD Ah4 - 36 *g4 2g7+ 37 *xh4 WxO 
38 'Bel Wa8 39 HSd3+ *h8 40 Wxd6 We4 
41 2dl 1:0 

Game 70 

□ Romanishin Portisch ■ 

Tilburg 1979 

1 e4 c5 2 <Slc3 d6 3 f4 g6 [3 ... 43c6 4 43(3 
Ag4 5 Ab5 «d7 6 Ii3 Axil 7 'S'xO a6 8 
Ax c6 ®xc6 9 0-0 43f6 10 d3 e6 II a4 Ae7 


12 a5 0-0-0 was about even in Timoseev- 
Dvoiris, RSFSR 1983] 4 d4 cd 5 Wxd4 
43f6 6 e5 43c6 7 Al>5 43 h5 [7 ... de 8 
« , xd8+ &xd8 9 fe 43e8 10 Ae3 43c7 11 0- 
0-0+ was very good for White in 
Romanishin-Rashkovski, USSR Ch 
1976] 8 Ae3 Ag7 9 'B'dl de 10 Wxd8+ 
<&xd8 11 0-0-0+ Ad7 12 fe Axe5 13 43d5 
43g7 14 43f3 Ad6 15 2hel 43 e6 16 43 g5 
43e5 17 43c3 f6 18 43gc4 Ab4 



19 2xd7+ 43xd7 20 2dl 43(8 21 Ali6 a6 
22 Ac4 Axc3 23 43xc3 2c8 24 Ab3 e6 25 
Axl8 2x18 26 Axe6 2c7 27 43d5 43b8 28 
43xf6+ *e7 29 43d5+ *xe6 30 43xc7+ 
<&e5 31 43d5 212 32 4+3 &f4 33 2d3 
43c6 34 *dl &c4 35 &el 2xc2 30 2b3 
2c5 37 4.3 g4 *f4 38 43(2 2b5 39 213+ 
&g5 40 43d3 Vi-'A 
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INDEX OF VARIATIONS 


1 e4 c5 2 f4 

Section 3 2 ... d5 3 ed !»xd5 4 ®c3 Wd8 += 2-3 

4 ... Wd6 += 3 

Section 4 3 ... 53f6 4 jfcb5+ Ad7 oo/=+ 4-5 

4 ... ®bd7 oo/=+ 5 

4 c4 oo/=+ 5 

Section 5 3 &c3 dxe4 += 6-7 

3 ... d4 oo 7 

Section 6 2 ... £3f6 3 d3 += 8 

3 «Sc3 d5 4 e5 d4 ± . 8 

4 4lfd7 += (transposition) 11 

3 ... g6 oo 8 

2 ... 5lc6 3 £if3 £sf6 4 d3 += (transposition) 8 

4 £)c3 d5 5 e5 d4 += 8 

5 ... 5)fd7 += (transposition) tl 

5 ... ®e4 oo 9 

Section 7 2 ... e6 3 ©f3 d5 4 ed = 10 

4 Ab5+©d7+= .' 10 

4 ... A.d7 += . "' r 10-11 

4 ©c3 ®f6 5 e5 <Sfd7 11 

Section 8 2 ... e6 3 fc(3 d5 4 £sc3 ©c6 5 £b5 &f6 += 12 

5 ... Ibe 7 6 We2 += 12 

6 exd5 £lxd5+= 13 

6 ... exd5 += 13-14 

Section 9 2 ... e6 3 ®f3 ®c6 4 £b5 &ge7 5 0-0 a6 += 14-15 

4 5)c3 £>ge7 5 d4 += 15-16 

4 ... 5)f6 += 16 

Section 10 2 ... e6 3 ®f3 a6 oo/+= 17 

3We2oo 17-18 

3 d3 oo 18 

3 e5 oo 18 
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Variation page no. 

Section 11 2 ... g6 3 d4 Ag7 +=/oo 19 

3 ... cd +=/oo 19 

3 «3f3 Ag7 4 g3 d5 = 19 

Section 12 2 ... g6 3 4)f3 ±g7 4 d3 and g3 +=/oo (transposition) 20-21 

4 d3 and JLe2 (transposition) 21 

Section 13 2 ... g6 3 £>f3 ,&g7 4 €)c3 £)c6 5 ,&c4 e6 6 e5 = 22 

6 f5 £sge7 7 fe de += 22 

7 ... fe oo 23 

Section 14 2 ... g6 3 «>r3 ±g7 4 ©c3 &c6 5 Ac4 d6 6 0-0 4)f6 7 'g'el oo 24 

7 f5 oo 25 

Section 15 2 ... g6 3 Qf3 Ag7 4 ®c3 ®c6 5 Ac4 d6 6 0-0 e6 7 Wei 25 

7 f5 gf +=■ 26 

7... efoo 26-27 

Section 16 2 ... 4bc6 3 ©f3 g6 4 Ab5 Ag7 5 Axc6± (transposition) 27-28 

Section 17 2 ... g6 3 £>f3 ig7 4 £)c3 53c6 5 ib5 ©d4 6 ©xd4 =+ 29 

6 Ad3 3F 29 

6 a4 = 29 

6 0-0 «lxb5 = 30 

6 ... e6 += 30 

6 ... a6 = 30 

Section 18 2 ... g6 3 Qf3 Ag7 4 fi3c3 ®c6 5 £b5 d6 31 

4 ... d6 5 Ab5+ += 31 

2 ... d6 3 <&f3 a6 += 32 

3 ... £>c6 4 «if3 Ag4 += 32 

3 ... g6 4 d4 cd 5 Wxd4 += 32 
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